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CHRONOLOGY OF ‘THE PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES.” 


THE PARLIAMENTARY HISTORY contains all that ean be colleeted of the Legislative 
History of this country from the Conquest to the close of the XVITith Century (1803), 36 vols. 
The chief sources whence these Debates are derived are the Constitutional History, 24 vols. ; 
Sir Simonds D’Ewes’ Journal; Debates of the Commons in 1620 and 1621; Chandler and 
Timberland’s Debates, 22 vols. ; Grey’s Debates of the Commons, from 1667 to 1694, 10 vols. ; 
Almon’s Debates, 24 vols. ; Debrett's Debates, 63 vols.; The Hardwicke Papers ; Debates in 


Parliament by Dr. Johnson, &c., &e. 


THE PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES commence with the year 1803, and the contents are 
set forth in the following Chronological Table :— 
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HIS MAJESTY’S PRINCIPAL OFFICERS 
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THE CABINET. 


Prime Minister and First Lord of the Treasury and Lord Privy Seal Rt. Hon. Anruur 
BALFOUR. 
Lord President of the Council—— His Grace the Duke of DevoNsturk, KG. 


Lord Chancellor——Rt. Hon. Earl of HALSBURY. 
Secretaries of State--— 


Foreign Aftfairs——Most Hon. the Marquess of LANSbOWNE, K.G. 

Home Department——Rt. Hon. A. AKERS-DoUGLAS, M.P. 

Colonial——Rt. Hon. JoseEPH CHAMBERLAIN. M.P. 

War——Rt. Hon. W. St. JouN Broprick, M.P. 

India——Rt. Hon. Lord GrorGe HAMILTON, M.P. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer——Rt. Hon. Cuas. ‘T. Rrreniz, MP. 
First Lord of the Admiralty——Rt. Hon. the EARL OF SELBORNE 
Lord Chancellor of Ireland Rt. Hon. Lord ASHBOURNE. 
President of the Board of Trade Rt. Hon. Geratp W. BAaLroun, MLV. 
Postmaster-General AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN, Esq., M.-P. 
Secretary for Scotland—— Rt. Hon. Lord BALFOUR OF BURLEIGH. 
President of the Local Government Board——Rt. Hon. WaAuren H. Lona, MP. 
President of the Board of Agriculture —-—Rt. Hon. R. W. Hanbury, MP. 
President of the Board of Education——The Most Noble the Marquess of LONDONDERRY. 
Chief Secretary for Ireland——Rt. Hon. George WyNbpuAm, M.D. 


NOT IN THE CABINET. 


Parliamentary Secretary to the Treasury——Sir A. ACLAND-Hoop, Bt., M.P. 
Financial Secretary to the Treasury——W. Hayes Pisitir, Msy., M.P. 
Secretary of the Board of Education Sir WILLIAM ANson, Bt.. M.D. 
Secretary to the Admiralty——Hucu O. ArNoLp-Forstrir, Esq... M.P. 
H. T. ANStRuTHER, Exy., M.P. 
Lords of the Treasury—— + Hon. AILWYN FELLOWES, M.P. 
| H. W. Forster, Esq.. MV. 
Vice-Admiral Lord W. T. Kerr, WK.C.B. 
— ‘ alty___| Viee-Admiral A. L. DOUGLAS. 
eneaiaaaietdanataiiad ) Rear-Admiral WH. May, M.V.0. 
Capt. JouN DURNFORD, C.B., DOS. 
Civil Lord of the Admiralty E. G. Prettyman, Esq., M.P. 


Parliamentary Secretary, Foreign Office—— Lord CRANbORNE, MP. 

Parliamentary Secretary, Home Otticee——Hon. T. H. Cocuranr, M.P. 

Parliamentary Secretary, Colonial Office ——Rt. Hon. Earl of ONSLOW, G.C.M.G,. 
Parliamentary Secretary, India Oftice--—Rt. Hon. Earl Percy, M.P. 

Parliamentary Secretary, War Otlice——Rt. Hon. Farl of HAnkpwicke. 

Parliamentary Secretary to the Board of Trade A. Bonar Law, Esy., M.P. 
Parliamentary Secretary to the Local Government Board J.Gnk ANT LAwson, Esq... MP. 





Financial Secretary, War Otlice——Lord STANLEY, M.P. 
Attorney-General——Sir R. B. Finuay, K.C., M.P. 


Solicitor-General —~——Rt. Hon. FE. Carson, K.C., MP. 
Lord Lieutenant of Lreland Rt. Hon. Earl of Dubiny. 
Chancellor of the Duchy of Lancaster——Rt. Hon. Sir Wu. WALROND. Bt.. MAP. 


First Commissioner of Works——Rt. Hon. Lord WINbDsor. 
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OTHER OFFICERS OF STATE. 

Judge Advocate-General——Rt. Hon. Sir F. H. Jeunz, K.C.B., President Probate, Divorce, and 
Admiralty Division. 

Lord Chamberlain--—Rt. Hon. Earl of CLARENDON. 

Vice Chamberlain——Sir A. ActAND Hoop, Bt., M.P 

Lord Steward—-——Rt. Hon. Earl of Pemproke AND Montcomery, G.C.V.O. 

Master of the Horse His Grace the Duke of Porrianp, K.G., G.C.V.O. 

Paymaster-General-_—His Grace the Duke of MARLBOROUGH. 
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Treasurer of the Household——Vicror C W. Cavenpisu, Esq., M,P. 
Master of the Buckhounds——Right Hon. Lord Cursuam. 


Captain Yeomen of the Guard—Rt. Hon. Earl WALDEGRAVE. 

‘Rt. Hon. Earl of Kinrore, G.C.M.G. 

Rt. Hon. Earl of Densicn. 

Rt. Hon. Lord Cuurcuiit, K.C.V.0O. 

Rt. Hon, Earl Howe. 

Rt. Hon. Lord LAWRENCE. 

Rt. Hon. Lord Bacor. 

Rt. Hon. Lord Surrieip, G.C.V.O., K.C.B. 
Rt. Hon. Lord Kenyon. 





Lords-in- Waiting —— 


SCOTLAND. 
Secretary for Scotland and Keeper of the Great Seal——Rt. Hon. Lord BaLrouk or BurLeiu. 
Lord Justice-General——Rt. Hon. J. B. BALrour. 


Lord Advocate——Rt. Hon. A. Granuim Murray, K.C., M.P. 
Lord Justice Clerk——Rt. Hon. Lord Kryspuren, C.B. 
Lord Clerk Register—-—His Grace the Duke of Montrose, K.T. 


Lord High Commissioner——Rt. Hon. Earl of LeveN AND MELVILLE. 
Solicitor-General——-Cuarurs Scorr Dickson, Esq., K.C., M.P. 
IRELAND. 
Lord Lieutenant—-—Rt. Hon. Karl Capouan, K.G. 
Lord Chancellor——Rt. Hon. Lord AsitpouRNe. 
Chief Secretary——Rt. Hon. Grorcke Wynpuam, M.P. 
Under Secretary——Rt. Hon. Sir Davip Harken, K.C.B., K.C.V.O. 
Department of Agriculture and Technical Instruction——President : The Rt. Hom the CHIEF 


SECRETARY FOR IRELAND; Vice-President: Rt. Hon. Horace PLUNKETT. 
Attorney-General—— Rt. Hon. J. Atkinson, K.C., M.P. 
Solicitor-General——Gro. Wricut, Esy., K.C. 
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PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF THE HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Chairman of Committees--—Rt. Hon. Earl of Mor.ey. 
Clerk of Parliaments——Heyry J. L. Grauam, Esq., C.B. 
Deputy Clerk of Parliaments (Clerk Assistant)——Hon. FE. P. Tuesicer, C.B. 
Reading-Clerk and Clerk of Outdoor Committees——Epwakp HALL ALDERSON, Esq. 
Counsel to the Chairman of Committees——ALBeErT Gray, Esq, 
Chief Clerk and Taxing Officer of Private Bill Costs——R. W. Monro, Esq. 
Clerk of Public Billsk——A. Harrison, Esq. 
Senior Clerks—— 
Peers’ Printed Paper Otfice——C. L. ANsTRUTHER, Esq. 
Principal Clerk, Judicial Department, and Taxing Officer of Judicial Costs——J. F. 
SKENE, Esq. 
Clerk of the Journals——W. A. Leicu, Esq. 
Principal Clerk of Private Committees——J. F. Symons JeuNzE, Esq. 
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US. 

Accountant——G. FuLKEs, Esq. 

Copyist——Mr. T. A. Court; Assistant Copyist-——Mr. H. P. Norns. 

Messengers——Messrs. A. A. Wonrrent, C. E. Cuizierr, A. M. Strout, J. W. F. Locke, 
J. MceMinuay, G. Bennert, G. T. Purr. 

Librarian—-—S. Artuvr Stronc, Esq. 


Assistant Librarian——-A. H. M. Butuer, Esq. 
Attendant——Mr. W. WorvreEL.. 


Examiners for Standing Orders——C. W. Campion, Esq.; J. F. Symons Jeunu, Esq. ; Clerk 
——b. H. Frxx, Esq. 

Gentleman Usher of the Black Rod—-—en. Sir Michael A. S. Brppuneu, G.C.B. 

Yeoman Usher——Captain T. D. Bure. 


Serjeant-at-Arms—— Lt.-Col. Rt. Hon. Sir FLeerwoop I. Epwanrps, G.C.V.O., K.C.B. 
Deputy Serjeant-at-Arms——S. Hanp, Esy. 
Resident Superintendent——J. K. Wiuuiams, Esq. 





"~~ a ST 


a —- hum he ee 


nd 





HIS MAJESTY’S PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF STATE—(Cont.) vir 
PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF THE HOUSE OF LORDS.—(Cont.) 


Shorthand Writer——W. H. GuRNEY SALTER, Esq. 

Principal Doorkeepers— —Messrs. W. CHANDLER, FE. Fox, F. HOLMAN. 

First Class Assistants——---Messrs. C. WALKER, J. HEDLEY, J. LANE. 

Second Class Assistants—-— Messrs. B. GALLop, H. B. STREVENS, G. W. Cross, W. STOPP. 
Third Class Assistants——Messrs. J. WooLacott, A. A. EDNEY, J. F. Baum. 
Messengers—-—Messrs. A. J. SoLMAN, J. B. Forsytu, C. CHAPMAN, W. PHILLIPS, 


W. W. MEATES. 


Superintendent of R efreshment Rooms——Mr. W. CASBON. 

Inspector of Police attending the House of soa —_— me T. KENDRICK. 
Clerk of the Works, Houses Sof Parliament——Mr. J. WILLIAMS. 
Resident Engineer, Houses of Parliament ——Mr. A vB. Fares. 








PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF THE HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Clerk of the House of Commons——Sir COURTNEY PEREGRINE ILBERT, K.C.S.L, C.1.E. 

Clerk-Assistant——ARTHUR W. NICHOLSON, Esq. 

Second Clerk-Assistant——T. L. WEBSTER, Esq. 

Principal Clerks—— 
Publie Bill Office, and Clerk of Fees——W. Gibpons, Esq. 
Clerk of the Journals——W. H. Ley, Esq. 
Committee Office——R. DICKINSON, Esq. 
Private Bill Office——J. H. W. SOMERSET, Esq. 

Semor Clerks——F. St. GEORGE TUPPER, Esq; H. C. TOWER, Esq.;C. V. 
L. T. LE MARCHANT, Esq. ;G. C. GIFFARD, Esq. ; Sir E. H. Doyle, Bart. 

Assistant Clerks——S. L. SmmMEON. Esq. ; ARTHUR I. DASENT, Esq. ; E. C. HOWE Browne, 
Esq. ; HORACE West, Esq. ; HENRY A. FERGUSON-DAVIE, Esq: ; ARTHUR H. ELLIs, Esq. ; 
Percy A. BuLL, Esq.; F. R. WILLIAMS Wynn, Esy.; W. E. Grey, Esq. ; F. C. 
HOLLAND, Esq. ; J. W. G. Bonp, Esq. 

Junior Clerks— “it C. DAWKINS, Esq. ; A. F. B. WILLIAMs, Esq.; R. P. CoLomp, Esq. ; 
B. H. FELL, Esq. ; = E. CHILDERS, Esq. ; J. ScoTT PorTER, Esq. ; F. BRAMWELL, Esq. ; 
W. T. LEGGE, Esq. 3C. R. ~ NER, Esq. ; W. K. GIBBONS, Esq. ; A. E. A. W. SMYTH, Esa. ; 
kK. J. C. Moorsom, ~ ge D. Ronertsoy, Esq. ; R. D. RAvcLIFFE, Exwq. 

Serjeant-at-Arms——H. Dz. ee Esq. 

Deputy Serjeant——F. R. Gosset, Esq. 

Assistant Sergeant——W. H. ERSKINE, Esq. 

Chaplain to the House——Rev. Archde: fro BASIL WILBERFORCE, D.D. 

Secretary to the Speaker——EDWARD GULLY, Esq. 

Counsel to the Speaker——Hon. Sir E. CHANDOS LeIGH, K.C., K.C.B. 

Trainbearer——Mr. J. FRENCH. 

Messenger——Mr. W. MURRELL. 

Collectors of Fees on Private Bills——C. L. LOCKTON, Es ? 

Referee of Private Bills——ALFRED BONHAM CARTE R, sq. , C.B. 

Examiners of Private Bills——C. W. CAmpPron, Esq. ; J. F. SYMONS JEUNE Esq. 

Taxing Master--—C. W. Campion, Esq. ; Clerk— —B. H. FELL, Esq. 

Vote Oftice—— 
Chief Clerk——-H. A. M. KILuIck, Esq. 
Assistant Clerks——PHILIP SMITH, Esq. ; H. OTWAY MAYNE, Esq. 


FRERE, Esq. ; 


Messenger-——-Mr. JOHN EDWARDS. 
Librarian——R. C. WALPOLE, Esq. ; Assistant Librarian——Teme_e FRANCK, Esq., B.C.L. ; 
Clerks in Library——Messrs. J. R. Crimp, WM. STEWART ; Messengers——Messrs. 


A. Firmin, W. HAGuE. 
Shorthand Writer——W. H. GURNEY SALTER, Esq. 
Printers—— 
Journals——G. E. BrIscoE Eyre, Esy. 
Votes—--J. B. NICHOLS, Esq. 
Postmaster——Mr. EpMUND W. PIKE ; Hall Keeper——Mr. J. GLYNN. 
Office Keeper——Mr. W. HARVEY. 
Office Clerk in Committee Otfice— —Mr. T. FIELDEN MITCHELL. 
Office Clerk in Journal Office--—Mr. A. A. TAYLOR. 


Messengers—— Messrs. J. J. SHELVEY, C. DAVIE, W. QUANTRILL, H. JONES, G. D. WELLER, 
J. “ARMSTRONG, o Woopwarb, J. Ivory, G. NORMAN. 
Doorkeepers——Mr. W. WILSON, Mr. M. INGLEFIELD. 


Office Messenger ont 4 C. J. H. SHEARN. 

Messengers (Ist Class)——Mr. H. HAmBLING, Mr. C. Woovcrart, Mr. R. ROBERTSON, Mr. 
J. HILLS, Mr. J. SprAGuE, Mr. A. ANDREWws, Mr. T. B. Spray, Mr. G. Tye, Mr. K. 
Honsy, Mr. G. Anstey, Mr. J. H. Day. 

Messengers (2nd Class)——Messrs. J. HENDERSON, G. WAINWRIGHT, J. GuYATT, R. TURTLE, 
A. HASKELL, A. C. JOHNSON, G. CLAPPERTON, H. E. LININGTON. 

Superintendent of Members’ Waiting Room——Mr. J. F. HENLEY; Assistant--—Mr. W. 
BROADBENT ; Porters ——Messrs. J. ORAM, T. MARTIN. 

Chief Inspector of Police attending the House of Commons——Mr. SCANTLEBURY. 








TABLE OF CONTENTS 


THIRTEENTH 


HOUSE 


TO 


VOLUME CXIII. 


VOLUME OF SESSION, 1902. 


OF LORDS: THURSDAY, 16TH OCTOBER, 1902. 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


The Lorbd CHANCELLOR acquainted the House that the following Papers having 
been commanded to be presented to this House by His Majesty had been so 
presented on the following dates by delivery to the Clerk of the Parliaments, 
pursuant to Standing Order No. CXI. viz.—- 


TRADE Rerorts.—lI. 


No. * 
No. 
No. £ 
No. 
No. ¢ 
No. 
No. 


No. 2882 
No. 288: 


No. 
No. ¢ 
No. 2 


No. 2887 


No. 28 


No, 28 


No. 28 
No. 28 
No, 28 
No. 28 


No, 28¢ 


No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 


2895. 
2896. 
2897. 
PSs, 
2PSgy, 
2960. 
2901. 


ANNUAL SERIES. 


West Africa (Liberia). 
France (French Guiana). (August 13.) 
France (Society Islands). (August 13.) 
Japan (Shimonoski and Maji). (August 14.) 
Sweden (Gothenburg). (August 16.) 
Portugal (Quilimane). (August 16.) 

France (Algeria). (August 16.) 

Finances of Netherlands. (August 19.) 
Netherlands (Dutch Guinea). (August 21.) 
Turkey (Baghdad). (August 21.) 


(August 13.) 


Chile. (August 26.) 
Paraguay. (August 26.) 


Italy (Sicily). (August 27.) 

Brazil (Bahia and Sergipe). (August 27.) 
United States (Phillippine Islands). (August 28.) 
Portugal (Oporto). (August 28.) 

France (New Caledonia). (August 22.) 
Germany (Dantzig). (August 29.) 
Zanzibar. (September &.) 

United States. (September 8.) 
Austria-Hungary (Fiume). (September 8.) 
Italy (Rome and District). (September 10.) 
Russia (Finland). (September 10.) 

Siam (Bangkok). (September 10.) 

Japan (Nagasaki). (September 10.) 

Japan (Hakodate). (September 10.) 
Belgium. (September 16.) 








x TABLE OF CONTENTS. 


Ort. 16.| Page ( 
No. 2902. Netherlands (Curacoa and Dependencies). (Se pte mber 20.) ( 
No. 2903. Africa (East Africa Protector: ite). (September 25.) 
No. 2904. Russia (Odessa). (September 25.) 
No. 2905. China (Kiungchow). (October 3.) 
No. 2906. China (Ichang). (October 11.) etl a ode sas 11 


IIl.—MISCELLANEOUS SERIES. 


No. 580. United States: Coal Industry of the Consular District of 
Chicago. (September 20.) 

No. 581. United States: Report on the Cattle and Meat Trade. 
(October 10.) 

No. 582. France: Chemical and Metal Industries of Lyons District. 
(October 10.) 

No. 583. United States: Report on the Iron Ore Industry. (October 11.) 5 


CoLontesS—I. ANNUAL Reports. 


No, 359. Gibraltar, 1901. (August 13.) 

No. 360. Straits Settlements, 1901. (September 2.) 

No. 361. Sierra Leone, 1901. (September 5.) 

No. 362. British Honduras, 1901. (September 8.) 

No. 363. Turks and Caicos Islands, 1901. (September 8.) 

No. 364. Seychelles, 1901. (September 26.) 

No. 365. Bahamas, 1901; with Report of Salt Industry of Inagua. 
(September 27.) 

No. 366. Fiji, 1901. (October 3.) 

No. 367. Ceylon, 1901. (October 10.) 

No. 368. Barbadoes, 1901. (October 14.) ree es ; 3 


If. MisceLtLangous Reports. 
No. 20. Wei-Hai-Wei. (September 2.) 
No. 21. Dominica. (October 10.) ... = ~ , “ 3 
Patriotic Funp.— Fortieth Report of the Royal Commissioners. (August 14.) ° 


AGRICULZURAL Statistics (IRELAND).—Abstracts showing the acreage under 
crops and the number of live stock in cach county and province, 1901-1902. 


(August 18:)... he eh fas ~ as i on me 3 
Lunacy (IrELAND).—Fifty-first Report with appendices of the san clipe of 
Lunatics in Ireland, for the year 1901. (August 18.) iss re a t 


FIisHesteés (IRELAND).—Report of the Department of Agricultural and Tech- 
nical Instruction for Ireland on the sea and inland fisheries of Ireland, 
for the year 1901. Part I. General Report. (August 18.) “se iia 1 


Irish LAND CoMMISsION. 


1.—(Judicial Rents)—Return for the month of December, 1901. (August 
20.) 

2.—(Proceedings)—Return for the months of April, May, and June 
1902. (August 22.) 

Return for the month of July, 1902. (September 23.)... a Pe 1 


SALMON Fisienies (RoyAt Commission ON SALMON FIsueniks),—Report of 
the Commissioners on Salmon Fisheries 
Part Il.—Minutes of evidence and indices. (August 22.) 
Part I[].—Appendix (Section }. and IL.) (September 1.) — ... oa 4 
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CENSUS OF ENGLAND AND WALEs, (1901)—Area, houses, and population ; 
population classified by ages, condition as to marriage, occupations, birth 
places and infirmities— 
1. County of Devon. (August 26.) 
1 2. County of Hants (Southampton.) (August 26.) 
3. County of Surrey. (August 26.) 
4. County of Gloucester. (September 10.) 
5. County of Sussex. (September 10.) 
6. County of Worcester. (September 20.) 
7. County of Northumberland. (September 20.) 
8 County of Nottingham. (September 20.) 
9. County of Norfolk. (October 13.) 


10. County of Lincoln. (October 13.) 
11 County of Derby. (October 13.) ... ie se ees ee { 


FISHERIES (SCOTLAND).—The Twentieth Annual Report of the Fishery Board 
for Scotland, for the year 1901. Part III. ¥cientific Investigation. (August 


EXPLOSIVES. 


1. Accident at Messrs. Pain and Sons’ Factory at Mitcham, Surrey. 
Report to the right hon. the Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment, by Captain A. P. H. Desborough, His Majesty’s Inspector of 
Explosives, on the circumstances attending an accident which occurred 
in the building for non-explosive ingredients at the factory of Messrs. 
James Pain and Sons, at Mitcham, Surrey, on the th of June, 1902. 
(August 27.) 

2. Explosion of Detonators at the Patent Electric Shot Firing Company’s 
Factory near Chorley, Lancashire. Report to the right hon. the 
Secretary of State for the Home Department by Major A. O. Key, 
His Majesty’s Inspector of Explosives, on the circumstances attending 
an accident which occurred at the factory of the Patent Electric Shot 
Firing Company, near Chorley, Lancashire, on the 19th June, 1902. 
(September 16.) ... wi ve sini sri he whe sie a 


BANKING, RAILWAY, AND SuUlPPiNG Statistics (IRELAND). —Report for the 
year 1902. (August 29.)... ne ies ae dee ee Ga 5 


Prisons (ENGLAND AND WALEs).—Report of the Commissioners of Prisons 
and the Directors of Convict Prisons, with appendices, for the year 
ended 3ist March, 1902. (August 29.) its aa a ae dD 


ARMY. 

1. Report on trials of self-propelled lorries for military purposes, at Alder- 
shot, from 4th to 19th December, 1901. (August 29 ) 

2. Special Pensions—Return for the Sear ended 31st March, 1902, of 
pensions specially granted under Articles 730, 1173a, and the Army 
Pay Warrant. (September 3.) 

3. Report on the discipline and management of military prisons. (Sep- 
tember 20.) 

4. Report of the Court of Enquiry on the administration of the Army 

Re-mount Department. (October 3.) 

War in South Africa—Return of Military Forces in South Africa, 1899- 

1902; strength of garrison on Ist August 1899; re-inforcemeits and 

casualties, ete., between Ist August, 1899 and 31st May, 1902; 

continuation of (Cd. 892}. (August 29.) ue — 2 
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INDIA. 


1. Statistical Abstract relating to British India from 1891-1892 to 1901: 
Thirty-sixth Number. (September 3.) 
2. Review of the Trade of India in 1900-1901. (September 5.) ... 


IMPERIAL INSTITUTE (INDIAN SECTION).—Annual Report for the year 1901-1902. 
(September 3.) ... sd ee ~~ aos ae ae ae vy 


West InpiEs.—Correspondence relating to the voleanic eruptions in St. Vincent 
and Martinique in May, 1902; with map and appendix. (September 4.)... 


LocaL Taxation ACCOUNT (SCOTLAND) Act, 1898.—Return showing the total 
. ° > . 5S 
payments into and out of the Local Taxation (Scotland) Account, for the 
financial year 1901-1902. (September 4.) in aa , 


PETERHEAD HAksour.—Reports respecting Peterhead Harbour Works (in con- 
tinuation of |Cd. 813]). (September 5.) at ne 


SoutH Arrica.—Papers relating to an interview between the Secretary of State 
for the Colonies and Generals Botha, De Wet, and De La Rey, on 5th Sep- 
tember, 1902. (September &.) aS 


Boarp OF EpucAtion.—Lists of Schools under the administration of the Board, 

1901-1902. 

Report for the year 1901 on the Museums, Colleges, and Institutions 
under the administration of the Board. 

Grants paid to School Boards under Section 97, Elementary Education 
Act, 1870. 

School Board Accounts. 

List of Loans. 

Report of the Board for the year 1901-1902. (September 11.) 


TREATY SERIES, No. 12 (1902).—Convention regulating the telephone service 
between Great Britain and France; signed at Paris, 29th July, 1902. 
(September 13.) oe ee es bi ice We sie 


(QUEENSLAND. —Papers relating to the Pacific Island Labourers Act (1901) of the 
Commonwealth of Australia. (September 20.) 


Royal UNiversiry OF IRELAND.—Annual Report for the Sound 1901. (Septem- 
ber 22.) .. ‘ise ‘ nd sae tie 


acTORY AND WorksHop.—Annual Report of the Chief Inspector of Factories 
and Workshops for the year 1901. Part II. Tables. (September 27.) 


STRAITS “0; Seal can on the Federated Malay States for 1901. 
(October 3.) . “i ‘ee mcs oa sie rr an 


REFORMATORY AND INDUSTRIAL SCHOOLS (GREAT BriTAiN).—Forty-fifth Report, 
for the year 1901, of the Inspector of Reformatory and Industrial Schools. 
Part Il. General Report and Appendices HI. to XI. (October 3.) 


VENTILATION OF FACTORIES AND WorksuHors.— First Report, with Appendices, 
of the Departmental Committee appointed by the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department to inquire into the Ventilation of Factories and Work- 
shops. (October 13.) ... “ 
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RAILWAY SERVANTS (Hours or LABour).—-Return, in pursuance of Section 4 of 
the Regulation of Railways Act, 1899, of railway servants of certain classes 
who were on one or more occasions during the month of December, 1901, 
on duty on the railways of the United Kingdom for more than twelve 
hours at a time, or who, after being on duty more than twelve hours, were 
allowed to resume work with less than nine hours’ rest. (October 14.) 


The same were ordered to lie on the Table 


Treaty Series, No. 13 (1902).—Declaration amending Article XI. of the 
Treaty between the United Kingdom and Austria-Hungary of 3rd Decem- 
ber, 1873, for the mutual surrender of fugitive eriminals ; signed at London, 
26th June, 1901 (Ratifications exchanged at London, 25th June, 1902) 


RatLway ACCIDENTS.—Returns of accidents and casualties as reported to the 
Board of Trade by the several railway companies in the United Kingdom 
during the six months ending June, 1902, in pursuance of the Regulation of 
Railways Act, 1871 ; together with reports of the inspecting officers, assistant 
inspecting officers, and sub-inspectors of the Railway Department to the 
3oard of ‘Trade upon certain accidents which were inquired into 


NATIONAL EpucaTion (IRELAND).—Appendix, Section IIL, to the Annual 
Report of the Commissioners, for the year 1901 


REFORMATORY AND INDUSTRIAL SCHOOLS (IRELAND).—Fortieth Report of the 
Inspector, for the year 1901. 


Presented [by Command, | and ordered to lie on the Table 


CoMPANIES (WINDING Up) Act, 1890.—General Rule, dated 14th August, 1902 


SUPERANNUATION, 

I. Treasury Minutes, dated 14th August and 2nd September, 1902, 
declaring that, for the due and efficient discharge of the duties of the 
office of («) Inspector of Fisheries (Board of Trade), and (b) such 
Veterinary Inspectors and Assistant Veterinary Inspectors (Board of 
Agriculture) at ports as give their whole time to their official duties, 
professional or other peculiar qualifications not ordinarily to be acquired 
in the public service are required. 


II. Treasury Minutes, dated— 


1. 3rd September, 1902, declaring that John Sands,. Lad, Royal 
Laboratory, War Office ; : 

2. Ist October, 1902, declaring that Robert Henry, Engineer, 
Revenue Cruiser “ Vigilant,” Customs : 

were appointed without Civil Service certificates through inadvertence 

on the part of the heads of their department. 


SUPREME Court OF JUDICATURE.—Account of the receipts and expenditure 
of the Paymaster General on behalf of the Supreme Court of Judicature 
in respect of the funds of Suitors of the Court, in the year ended 28th 
February, 1902 ; also, account of the National Debt Commissioners for the 
same period, in respect of funds held by them on behalf of the Supreme 
Court of Judicature, together with the Report of the Comptroller and 
Auditor General thereon ns Aa is i 











xiv TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
Ont, 16.) 


Preenic Recorps (Treasury). -Schedule containing a list and particulars of 
classes of documents which have been removed from the Solicitor’s Depart 
ment of the Treasury to the Public Recoid Office, but which are not con- 
sidered of sutticient public value to justify their preservation therein 

CrimMInAL Law AND PROCEDURE (IRELAND) ACT, 1887.—Seventeen pro- 
clamations, dated Ist September, 1902, applying certain of the provisions of 
the Criminal Law and Procedure (Ireland) Act, 1887, to the counties, 
county boroughs, and rural and urban districts therein ‘respectively men 
tioned 


INTERMEDIATE Epucation (IRELAND).—Additional Rule made by the Inter- 
mediate Education Board for Ireland, dated 3rd September, 1902 ... 


PAWNBROKERS’ RETURNS (IRELAND).—Returns from the City Marshal of 
Dublin, for the year ended 31st December, 1901 ; 


CAPITAL PUNISHMENT AMENDMENT AcT, 1868.—Rules made by the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, pursuant to the provisions of 
the Act for regulating the execution of capital sentences in Ireland 


PRISONS (SCOTLAND) Act, 1877, AND SECRETARY FOR SCOTLAND AcsT, 1885 
to 1889,—Order by the Secretary for Scotland closing the existing Prison 
of Inverness 


InpiA.—I. Loans raised in England. Return of all loans raised in England 
under the provisions of any Acts of Parliament chargeable on the 
revenues of India outstanding at the commencement of the half year 
ended on the 30th September, 1902, with the rates of interest and 
total amount payable thereon, ete. 

II. Examinations.— Regulations for examinations for the Civil Service of 
India 


Factory AND WorksHop.—Special Exemption: Night Work (Lead and Zine 
Mines)— Order, dated 22nd August, 1902, made by the Secretary of State 
for the Home Department in pursuance of Section 54 of the Factory and 
Workshop Act, 1901, extending the special exception under that section to 
concentration works at lead and zine mines, so far as regards young 
persons of the age of 16 years and upwards. 

Dangerous and Unhealthy  Industries.—Regulations, dated 2th 
August, 1902, made by the Secretary of State for the Home Department 
in pursuance of Section 79 of the Factory and Workshop Act, 1901, for the 
manufacture of felt hats where any inflammable solvent is used 


PoLLING Districts.—Orders made by the County Councils of— 
I. The county of Warwick. 
Il. The county of Northumberland ; altering certain polling districts 
in the said counties. 
Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table 


Mersey Docks AND Harsour Boarp.—Accounts for the year ending Ist July, 
1902 ; delivered (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table 


SITTINGS OF THE HOUSE. 
The Lord President of the Council — Duke of eee 
Earl Spencer 


House adjourned at twenty-five hae Five hin to mer 
the 3rd of November next, a quarter past Four o'clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS: THURSDAY, 16th OCTOBER, 1902 


The House met at Two of the Clock. 
NEW WRITS. 


For County OF ORKNEY AND SHETLAND.—In the room of John Catheart 
Wason, Esq. (Chiltern Hundreds).—(Sir A, Acland-Hood.)... ; 


3onrouGH OF DEvonPrortT.—Edward John Chalmers Morton, Esq., deceased. — 
(Mr. William M‘Arthur.) ae 


CrimMINAL LAw AND Procepure (IRELAND) ACY (1887) (IMPRISONMENT OF 
MeEMBErRsS).—Mr. SPEAKER informed the House that he had received a 
letter relating to the imprisonment of two Members. : ic ae: 
Mr. Swift MacNeil! (Donegal, 8.) 


NeW MEMBERS SWORN. 

The right hon. Sir William Hood Walrond, baronet, for County of 
Devon (North-Eastern or Tiverton Division. 

The right hon. Joseph Austen Chamberlain, County of Worcester 
(Eastern Division). 

Henry William Forster, esquire, County of Kent (Western or Seven- 
oaks Division). 

Thomas Henry Sloane, esquire, Borough of Belfast (South Belfast 
Division) ma 4 rt 


PETITIONS. 


Epucation (ENGLAND AND WALES) BILL.—Petitions against; from Mex- 
horough ; and Maidstone ; to lie upon the Table — De 


LoxpoN WatTER BILL.—Petition from Lambeth, for alteration ; to lie upon the 
Table Esa = 


PREVENTION OF CORRUPTION IN TRADE.—Petitions for legislation: From 
Grays; Malvern; Chard; Yeovil; Maidstone; Keynsham ; Salisbury ; 
Rothwell ; Murton; Brighouse ; Queensbury : Low Moorsley ; Cardiit ; 
Easington Lane ; Lea and Holloway ; Great Horton ; Sheftield ; Keyworth ; 
North Shields ; Hucknall Torkard ; Peterborough ; St. George ; Wolverton ; 
Shepshed; Fenny Stratford; Stoney Stanton; Ashby de la Zouch ; 
Pendleton ; Huntingdon; Cinderford; Abersychan; Slough; Castle 
Howard: Manchester; Thirsk; Wirksworth; Ulverston; Cinderhill : 
Silsoe; Wishaw ; Glossop Dale ; Compstall; Ynysybwl; Bream ; Rams- 
gate; Margate; Bromsgrove ; Rugeley ; Tamworth ; New Mills ; Hadfield ; 
Carluke ; Strathaven ; Long Eaton ; Stapleford ; Langley Mill; and High 
Wycombe ; to lie upon the Table , ta ce 


CANADIAN CATTLE (IMPoRTATION).—-Petitions for the abolition of restrictions : 
From Maidstone ; Grays; Malvern; Chard ; Yeovil; Cardiff; Huntingdon ; 
Keynsham ; Salisbury ; Rothwell; Brighouse ; Murton ; Queensbury ; Low 
Moorsley ; Easington Lane ; Great Horton ; Lea and Holloway ; Shettield ; 


Silsoe ; Shepshed ; Keyworth; Hucknall Torkard; North Shields ; High 


Wycombe ; St. George ; Ashby de la Zouch ; Wolverton ; Stoney Stanton ; 
Abersychan ; Fenny Stratford ; Pendleton; Slough ; Newtonshaw ; Alva; 
Manchester ; Alloa; Wirksworth ; Ulverston ; Cinderhill ; Thirsk : 


Wishaw ; Peterborough ; Glossop Dale ; Compstall ; Cinderford; Bream ; 


Ynysybwl; Ramsgate; Margate; Bromsgrove; Tamworth; Rugeley : 


Hayfield ; New Mills; Hadfield ; Carluke ; Strathaven ; Langley Mills and 
Alderear ; Long Eaton ; and Stapleford ; to lie upon the Table 
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EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALEs) BiLL.—Petitions for alteration: From 
Queensbury ; Maidstone; Grays; Malvern; Chard ; Yeovil; Keynsham: 
Salisbury ; Murton Colliery ; Rothwell ; Brighouse ; Low Moorsley ; 
Cardiff; Easington Lane; Larkhall; Lea and Holloway ; Sheffield; Key 
worth; North Shields; Hucknall Torkard ; Peterborough ; Glasgow :; 
Shepshed ; Bletchley ; Ashby de la Zouch ; Stoney Stanton ; Wolverton : 
Huntingdon ; Abersychan; High Wycombe; Castle Howard ; Manchester : 
Wirksworth ; Ulverston ; Cinderhill ; Silsoe ; Thirsk ; Wishaw; Glossop 
Dale ; Compstall ; Slough; Cinderford; Ynysybwl; Bream ; Ramsgate : 
Margate; Bromsgrove; Tamworth; Rugeley; Hayfield; New Mills; 
Hadtield ; Carluke ; Strathaven; Long Eaton ; Stapleford ; and Langley 
Mill ; to lie upon the Table ip jai nn m ¥s 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


PARLIAMENTARY Papers (RECEsS).—The following papers, presented by 
Command of His Majesty during the Recess, were delivered to the 
Librarian of the House of Commons during the Recess, pursuant to the 
Standing Order of the 14th August, 1896 


TRADE Reports (ANNUAL SERIES).—Copies of Diplomatic and Consular Reports, 
Nos. 2875 to 2906 ; te ast sa = =p 


TRADE REPORTS (MISCELLANEOUS reat ome of —— and Consular 
Reports, Nos. 580 to 583 : . sian ee ae 


TREATY SERIES (No. 12, 1902.)—Copy of Convention regulating the Telephone 
Service between Great Britain and France. Signed at Paris, 29th July, 
1902 


CoLoniAL Reports (ANNUAL).—Copies of Reports, Nos. 359 (Gibraltar, Annual 
Report for 1901), 360 (Straits Settlements, Annual Report for 1901), 361 
(Sierra Leone, Annual Report for 1901), 362 (British Honduras, Annual 
Report for 1901), 363 (Turks and Caicos Islands, Annual Report for 1901), 
364 (Seychelles, Annual Report for 1901), 365 (Bahamas, Annual Report 
for 1901-2, with a Report on the Salt Industry of In: agna), 366 (Fiji, 
Annual Report for 1901), 367 (Ceylon, Annual sissies for = 368 
(Barbados, Annual Report for 1901-2) ‘a ee : ‘i ss 


CoLONIAL Reports (MISCELLANEOUS).— Copies of Reports. No. 20 (Wei-hai- 
Wei) [General Report by Mr. G. J. Hare, Acting-Assistant-Commissioner }, 
and No, 21 [Dominica (Reports on the Caribs of ‘Dominic ‘)] rae 


SoutH Arrica.—Copy of Papers relating to an interview between the Secretary 
of State for the Colonies and Gener als Botha, De Wet, and De la Rey, on 
5th September, 1902 


West InpiEs.—Copy of Correspondence relating to the Voleanic Eruptions in 
St. Vincent and Martinique, in May, 1902, with M: ap and Appendix 


STRAITS SETTLEMENTS (FEDERATED MALAY STATES).—-Copy of Reports on the 
Federated Malay States for 1901 Ss a . ne ‘as 


QUEENSLAND. —Copy of Papers relating to the Pacific Island Labourers’ Act, 
1901, of the Commonwealth of Australia & a aie 
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MINES AND QUARRIES.—Copy of General Report and Statistics for the year 
1901, Part Ill, Output; General Report and Statistics relating to the 
Output and Value of the Minerals raised in the United Kingdom, the 
amount and value of the metals produced, and the exports and en of 
Minerals... ae on ve - ei 


Prisons (ENGLAND AND WALEs).—Copy of Report of the Commissioners of 
Prisons and the Directors of Convict Prisons, with Appendices, for the 
year ended 31st March, 1902 ... ti a er ia 


Factories AND WorksHOPs.—Copy of Report of the Chief Inspector of 
Factories and Workshops for 1901. Part IL. ‘Tables me a5 


REFORMATORY AND INDUSTRIAL Scuoots (GREAT Briratn).-—Copy — of 
Forty-fifth Report of His Majesty’s Inspector of Reformatory and Industrial 
Schools for 1901. Part Il. General Report and Appendices ILL. to XI. 


VENTILATION OF FACTORIES AND WorksHops.—-Copy of first Report with 
Appendices of the Departmental Committee appointed by the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department to inquire into the Ventilation of Factories 


and Workshops... 


EXPLosions (EXPLOSION OF DETONATORS At THE PATENT ELECTRIC SuHor- 
Firnina CompaANny’s Factory, NEAR CHOoRLEY, LANCASHIRE). —Copy of 
Report by Major A. Cooper-Key, His Majesty’s Inspector of Explosives, to 
the Right Hon. the Secretary of State for the Home Department, on the 
circumstances attending an accident which occurred at the fac tory of the 
patent Electric Shot-Firing Company, near Chorley, Lancashire, on the 
19th of June, 1902 


EXPLOSIONS (ACCIDENT AT MEssis. PAIN AND Sons’ Factory ar Mrrcuam, 
SuRREY).—Copy of Report by Captain A. P. H. Desborough, His Majesty’s 
Inspector of Explosives, to the Right Hon. the Secretary of State for the 
Home De ‘partment, on the circumstances attending an accident which 
occurred in the building for non-explosive ingredients at the factory of 
Messrs. James Pain and Sons, at Mitcham, Surrey ,on the 5th June, 1902 


SALMON FISHERIES (toyAL COMMISSION).—Copy of Report of the Royal Com- 
missioners on Salmon Fisheries (Part IL., Minutes of Evidence and Indexes : 


Part II., Appendix, Sections L. and II.) 


Patriotic FuNb.—-Copy of Fortieth Report of the Royal Commissioners of 
the Patriotic Fund — has 


Mitirary Prisons.—Copy of Report on the Discipline and Management of 
Military Prisons, 1901] K 


Army (REMoUNT DePARTMENT).—Copy of Report of the Court of Inquiry on 
the Administration of the Army Remourt Department e- 


Army (SELF-PROPELLED LORRIES).—Copy of Report on Trials of Self- propelled 
Lorries for Military purposes, held at Aldershot from 4th to 19th 
December, 1901 as ire ~~ 


Army (SPECIAL PENsiONS).—Copy of Return for the year ended 31st March, 
1902, of Pensions specially granted under Articles 730, 11734, and 1207 of 
the Army Pay Warrant ; pe aoe 7 Aye 
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FISHERIES (LRELAND).—Copy of Report of the Department of Agriculture and 
Technical Instruction tor [reland on the Sea and Inland Fisheries of [Ireland 
for 1901. Part 1. General Report 


LUNacy (IRELAND).—Copy of Fifty-first Report, with sa shaeacneii of Inspectors 
of Lunatics (Ireland) for the year 1901 


AGRICULTURAL STATISTICS (IRELAND).—Copy of Abstracts showing the Acreage 
under Crops and the number of Live Stock in each County and Province 
of Ireland for the year 1901-2 


RoyaL University OF [RELAND.—-Copy of Twentieth Report of the | 
University of Ireland, being for the year 1901 


Irntsh) LAND CoMMIsSION (PROCEEDINGS).—Copy of Return of Proceedings 
during the months of April, May, June, and July, 1902 


Ignis LAND ComMMisston (JUpictAL Rents).—Copy of Return for the month 
of December, 1901 


SANKING, RAILWAY, AND) SHIPPING STATISTICS (IRELAND).—Copy of Report on 
the Banking, Railway, and Shipping Statistics of Ireland for the half-year 
ended 30th “June, 1902... ous iaie ars 

Fis ery Boarnp (SCOTLAND). —Copy of Twentieth Annual Report of the Fishery 

Board for Scotland, being for tne year 1901, Part IL. 


LocaAL TAXATION ACCOUNT (SCOTLAND) ACT, 1898,--Copy of Return showing 
the Total Payments into and ont of the Local Taxation (Scotland) Account 
for the financial year 1901-2 


Board or Epvcation,—Copy of Report for the year 1901 on the Museums, 
Colleges, and Institutions under the administration of the Board of Education 


Boarb or Epucation.— Copy of Lasts of Schools under the administration. of 
the Board of Education, 1901-2 


Boanp or Epvcarion.— Copy of (1) Grants paid to Scliool Boards under 
Section 97 Elementary Education Act, 1870, (2) School Board Accounts, (3) 
List of Loans, for 1901-2 


Boanp or Epccatton,—Copy of Report of the Board of Education for the year 
1901-2 


IMPERIAL INStrrire (ENDEAN Seetion) Copy of Annual Report of the 
Tmnperial Institute (Indian Section) for the vear 1901-2 

Bast INpis (TRADE). Copy of Review of the Trade of India, 1901 2 

East INDIA (SratisticaL Absrmact).—Copy of Statistical Abstract: relating 
to British India, from ISO) 2 to 1900 1901. Thirty-sixth number 


RAILWAY ACCIDENTS. Copy of Returns of Accidents and Casualties as 
reported to the Board of Trade by the several Railway Companies in the 
United Kingdom during the six months ended 30th June, 1902, together 
with Reports of the Inspecting Otticers of the Railway Department to the 
Board of Trade upon certain Accidents which were inquired into 
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RAILWAY SERVANTS (Hours or LAbour).—Copy of Return, in pursuance 
of Section 4 of the Regulation of Railways Act, 1889, of Railway Servants 
of certain classes who were on one or more occasions during the month of 
December, 1901, on duty on the Railways of the United Kingdom for more 
than twelve hours at a time ; or who, after being on duty more than twelve 
hours were allowed to resume work with less than nine hours’ rest 


CENsUs OF ENGLAND AND WALEs, 1901.—Copy of Census of England and 
Wales, 1901 (Counties of Devon, Hants (Southampton), Surrey, Gloucester, 
Sussex, Northumberland, Nottingham, Worcester, Derby, Lincoln and 


Norfolk) 


PETERHEAD HArBour.—Copy of Report respecting Peterhead Harbour Works. 
Ordered, That the said Papers do lie upen the Table 


SEA FisHertes (IRELAND) Act, 1883.—Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 11th July : Mr. Moore| ; to lie upon the Table 


SUPREME Court oF JUDICATURE.—Account presented, of Receipts and 
Expenditure of the Paymaster General on behalf of the Supreme Court of 
Judicature in respect of the Funds of Suitors of the Court in the year ended 
28th February, 1902, and of Account of the National Debt Commissioners 
for the same period in respect of Funds held by them on behalf of the 
Supreme Court of Judicature, with the Report of the Comptroller and 
Auditor General thereon [by Act} ; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


[ No. 353. 


SUPERANNUATIONS,-—-Copy presented, of ‘Treasury Minute, dated Lith August, 
1902, declaring that for the due and efficient discharge of the duties of the 
office of Inspector of Fisheries, Board of Trade, professional or other 
peculiar qualifications not ordinarily to be acquired in’ the Public Service 
are required [by Act]; to lie upon the Table 


SUPERANNUATIONS.—Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, dated 2nd September, 
1902, declaring that for the due and efficient discharge of the duties of the 
offices of such Veterinary Inspectors and Assistant Veterinary Inspectors 
(Board of Agriculture) at Ports as do give their whole time to their official 
duties, professional or other peculiar qualifications not ordinarily to be 
acquired in the Public Service are required [by Act]; to lie upon the Table 


SUPERANNUATION ACT, 1884.-—Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, dated Lst 
October, 1902, declaring that Robert Henry, Engineer, Revenue Cruiser 
“Vigilant,” Customs, was appointed without a Civil Service certificate, 
through inadvertence on the part of the Head of his Department [by Act] ; 
to lie upon the Table nes oe e 


SUPERANNUATION ACT, 1&884.—Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, dated 3rd 
September, 1902, declaring that John Sands, lad, Royal Laboratory, War 
Office, was appointed without a Civil Service certificate, through inad- 
vertence on the part of the Head of his Department [by Act]: to lie upon 
the Table 


East InpiA (LOANS RaAlseD IN ENGLAND).—Copy presented, of Return of all 
Loans raised in England, chargeable on the Revenues of India, outstanding 
at the commencement of the half-year ending on the 30vh September, 1902 
{by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 354. | 
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East INDIA (EXAMINATIONS).--Copy presented, of Regulations for Examinations 
for the Civil Service of India [by Act]; to lie upon the Table 


REFORMATORY AND INDUSTRIAL SCHOOLS (IRELAND).—Copy presented, of 
Fortieth Report of the veined for the year 1901 [by sneneiitiens to lie 
upon the Table ... ' ee ail se 


NATIONAL EpUCATION (IRELAND).—Copy presented, of Appendix, Section IIT., 
to the Sixty-eighth Report of the Commissioners of National Education in 
Ireland, for the year 1901 [by Command]; to lie upon the Table 


CRIMINAL LAW AND PROCEDURE (IRELAND) ACT, 1887 (PROCLAMATIONS).— 
Copies presented, of Seventeen Proclamations, dated Ist September, 1902, 
applying certain of the provisions of the Criminal Law and Procedure 
(Ireland) Act, 1887, to the counties, county boroughs, and rural and 
urban districts in Ireland therein respectively mentioned [by Act]; to 
lie upon the Table 


CAPITAL PUNISHMENT (IRELAND).—Copy presented, of Rules made by the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, pursuant to the provisions of 
the Capital Punishment Amendment Act, 1868, for regulating the 
execution of Capital Sentences in Ireland [by Act|; to lie upon the Table 


INTERMEDIATE EpucAtTiON (IRELAND).—Copy presented, of Additional Rule 
made by the Intermediate Education Board for Ireland, dated 3rd 
September, 1902 [hy Act]; to lie upon the Table 


PAWNBROKERS’ RETURNS (IRELAND).—-Copy presented, of Returns from the 
City Marshal of Dublin for the year ended 31st December, 1901 [by Act] ; 
to lie upon the Table ; is is a se ave ies 


Navy (Courts MARrtTIAL).—Copy presented, of Return of the number of 
Courts Martial held and Summary Punishments inflicted during the year 
1901 [hy Command]; to lie upon the Table ... 


GREENWICH OBSERVATORY.—Copy presented, of Report of the Astronomer 
Royal to the Board of Visitors of the Royal Observatory, Greenwich [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table 


Navy (Sutps’ BorLers).—Return presented, relative thereto [ordered 13th 
May ; Lord Charles Beresford\: to lie upon the Table af 


NAVAL TRAINING Sutps.—Return presented, relative thereto [ordered 19th 
June; Mr. Charles M*Arthur) ; to lie upon the Table 


PoLLinG Districts (CouNty oF WARWiICK).—Copy presented, of Order made 
hy the County Council of the County of Warwick on the 5th May, 1902, 
altering certain Polling Districts in the County [by Act]; to lie upon the 
Table ; * ioe eae to tas on 


POLLING Districts (CoUNTy OF NORTHUMBERLAND).—Copy presented, of 
Order made by the County Council of the County of Northumberland 
altering certain Polling Districts in the County [by Act]; to lie upon the 
Table - a = oes 
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FacTorY AND WorkKsHOoP ACTS (SPECIAL EXCEPTION—NIiGHT WoRK—LEAD 
AND Zinc MINEs).—Copy presented, of Order dated 22nd August, 1902, 
made by the Secretary of State for the Home Department, in pursuance of 
Section 54 of the Factory and Workshop Act, 1901, extending the special 
exception under that section to concentration works at Lead and Zinc 
Mines, so far as regards young persons of the age of 16 years and upwards 
[by Act]; to lie upon the Table 


Factory AND Worksitop Acts (DANGEROUS AND UNHEALTHY [NDUSTRIES).— 
Copy presented, of Regulations dated 12th August, 1902, made by the 
Secretary of State for the Home Department, in pursuance of Section 79 of 
the Factory and Workshop Act, 1901, for the manufacture of felt hats 
where any inflammable solvent is used [by Act]; to lie upon the Table 


PRISONS (SCOTLAND).—Copy presented, of Order made by the Secretary for 
Scotland, closing the existing Prison of Inverness [by Act]; to lie upon the 


Table 


TREATY SERIES (No. 13, 1902).—Copy presented, of Declaration amending 
Article XI. of the Treaty between the United Kingdom and Austria- 
Hungary, of 3rd December, 1873, for the Mutual Surrender of Fugitive 
Criminals. Signed at London, 26th June, 1901. Ratifications exchanged 
at London, 25th June, 1902 [by Command]; to lie upon the Table 


Army (REMOUNT DEPARTMENT).—Copy presented, of Minutes of Evidence taken 
before the Court of Inquiry on the Administration of the Army Remount 
Department, together with Appendices [hy Command]; to lie upon the 
Table ; res By ne 


Army (REMOUNT DEPARTMENT).—Copy presented, of Reports by Officers 
appointed by the Commander-in-Chief to inquire into the working of the 
Remount Department Abroad [by Command]; to lie upon the Table 


PAPERS LAID UPON THE TABLE BY THE CLERK OF THE House. 


1. Companies (Winding-up) Act, 1890.—Copy of General Rule made pur- 
suant to Section 26 of the Companies (Winding-up) Act, 1890, dated 
14th August, 1902 [hy Act}. 

2. Mersey Docks and Harbour Board.—Copy of Accounts of the Mersey 
Docks and Harbour Board for the year ending Ist July, 1902 [by Act]. 

3. Public Records (Treasury).—Copy of Schedule containing a List and 
Particulars of Classes of Documents which have been removed from 
the Solicitor’s Department of the Treasury to the Public Record Office, 
but which are not considered of sufficient public value to justify the 
preservation therein [by Act] 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


Business OF THE House —Question, Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest 
of Dean); Answer, the Prime Minister and the First Lord of the Treasury 
(Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) 


THE ConpITION OF IRELAND-——Question, Mr. Patrick O’Brien (Kilkenny), Mr. 
William O’Brien (Cork) and Mr. John Morley (Montrose Burghs) ; Answer, 
Mr. A. J. Balfour : ae ve be at site 
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BUSINESS OF THE HoUSE—AUTUMN SITTINGS. 
Mr. A. J. Balfour 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That, for the remainder of the 
Session, Government Business do have precedence at every Sitting, 
and at the conelusion of Government Business on each day, Mr. 
Speaker do adjourn the House without Question put.°—(V/r, Balfour.) 


Mr. Bryce (Aberdeen, 8.) . eS sits 
Nir Charles Dilke (Glouce ai 1 lite. Rises of Dean) 
Mr. Gibson peie (Lynn Regis) 

Mr. Caine (Cornacall, Camborne) 

Mr. Wiliam OBrien (Cork) 

Sir Albert Rollit (Islington, S,) , ais 

Mr. Lloyd-Ceorge (Carnarvon Boroughs)... 

Sir William Harcourt (Monmouthshire, W.) 

Mr. A.J. Balfour ... sis a ans 

Mr. T. P. re ‘ounnor (L iv erpool, Scotland) 

Mr. T. MM. Healy (Louth, N.) 

Mr. Flynn (Cork, N.) 


Amendment proposed—- 


“After the word ‘Sitting, to insert the words ‘except at such 
Sitting for which Motions dealing with proceedings under The 
Criminal Law and Procedure (Ireland) Act, 1887, are set down, and 
which, but for this Motion, would have precedence.’ ”-—(/r. F/uan.) 


Mr. Delany (Queews County, Ossory) 
Mr. A. J. Balfour ... 

Sir William Tlaveourt 

Mr. Leamy (Kildare, N.) . 

Mr. John Morle "y ( Montrose “Burghs) 
Mr. William Redmond (Clare, E.) 
Mr. Lough (Islington, IV.) -_ 
Mr. Nannetti (Dublin, ( ‘olleye Green) 
Mr. John Ellis (Nottinghamshire, R ushcliff) 
Mr. Power Uz ater ford, E.) 

Mr. Bell (Derby) 

Mr. Condon (Lipperar yf, E. ) 


Mr. JoHN O'DONNELL (Mayo, 8.) rose to continue the debate 
Mr. A. J. BALrouR moved that the Question be now put. 


Mr. JouN O'DONNELL remained standing in his place, amid cheers from the 
Irish Members, and cries of “Gag,” “ Cowardly,” and “ Fair Play.” 
The cries of “ Order” and the noise throughout the House prevented 
the words of the hon. Member for South May o being heard. He moved 
nearer the Speaker, and endeavoured to ‘address the House while 
standing in the second row behind the Front Opposition Bench, but the 
prevailing noise rendered any report impossible. 


Question put, “That Mr. John O'Donnell be suspended from the serviee 
of the House ”—(M/r. Al. J. Balfour.) 


The House divided :— Ayes, 341; Noes, 51. (Division List, No. 385.) 
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Question put, “ That the Question be now put.” 

The House divided : ~Ayes, 263; Noes, 148. (Division List, No. 386.) 

Question put accordingly, “ That those words be there inserted.” 

The House divided :—Ayes, 150; Noes, 262. (Division List, No. 387.) 

Mr. A. J. BaLrour claimed, * That the Main Question be now put.” 

Main Question put accordingly, 

The House divided :— Ayes, 262; Noes, 145. (Division List, No. 388.) 

Ordered, That for the remainder of the Session, Government. business do 
have precedence at every sitting, and at the conclusion of Government 
business on cach day Mr. Speaker do adjourn the House without 
Question put. 

Education (England and Wales) Bill.-—Considered in Committee. 

(In the Committee.) 

Mr. J. W. Lowrier (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. 

Clause 8 :— 
Mr. Lloyd-George (Carnarvon Boroughs) si ar ay ae, 


It being half-past Seven of the Clock, the Chairman left the Chair to 
make his Report to the House. 


Committee report progress ; to sit again this evening. 


EVENING SITTING. 
OPPOSED PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
South Eastern and London, Chatham, and Dover Railways Biil 


[Lords] (By Order).—Lords’ Amendments to Commons’ Amendments 
considered. 
« 
Lords’ Amendments to Commons’ Amendments, Clause 4B, Section 
2, at commencement of section, insert (“Subject to the foregoing pro- 
Visions of this section”) the first Amendment, read a second time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That this House doth agree with the 
Lords in the said Amendment.” 


Mr. Claude Hay (Shoreditch, Houten) ... ‘ : Je 
The Civil Lord of the Adm tralty (Vr. Pri tynun, Suffolk. Woodbridy: ) 100 
Mr. Tatton Kyi rton (Cheshire, Kunutsfor d) er eae as sae 102 
Mr. Con rtney Worner (Staffordsh ire, Lichfield) ... Lee mie eae 104 


Sir W. Hart Dyke (Kent, Dartford) aed Re oe nee es 105 
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The Attorney General (Sir Robert sa ad Inverness mons ied .. 105 
Mr. Edmund Robertson (Dundee) an .. 108 


Question put. 
The House divided: Ayes, 191; Noes, 62. (Division List No. 389.) 


Subsequent Lords’ Amendments to Commons, Amendments agreed to. 


Richmond Hill (Preservation of View) Bill (By Order), —Lords’ Amend- 


ments considered, and agreed to. 


Edgware and Hampstead Railway Bill [lords] (By Order).—-Order for 


Third Reading read. 
Mr. Bull (Haimersmith)... ; i « 109 
Bill read the third time, and passed, with Amendments. 


Baker Street and Waterloo Railway Bill [lords| (By Order). —As 


amended, considered : Amendments made; Bill to be read the third time. 


Brompton and Piccadilly Circus Railway (New Lines, etc.) Bill.--\s 


amended, considered, 


Sir J. Dickson-Poynder (Wiltshire, ( bai nha) si . £20 
Mr. Perks (Lincolushire, Louth) rie ia ; es nei ae 110 


The Amendment was agreed to, and the Bill ordered to be read a third time. 
Charing Cross, Euston and Rampeteed Railway (Consolidated) Bill 


Lords] (By Order).—As amended, considered ; Amendments made ; Bill 
to be read the third time. 





North-West London Railway Bill [Lords] (By Order).—As amended, 


considered ; Bill to be read the third time. 
Education (England and Wales) Bill. 
Considered in Committee.— 
(In the Committee). 
Mr. J. W. LowtnHer (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. 
Clause 8 :— 
Mr. Lloyd-Georye ... sin 663 és one Kd ‘ ao TM 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That Clause 8 be postponed.” 
(Vr. Lloyd George.) 


Mr. A. J. Balfour 112 
Mr. M‘Kenna (Monmouthshire, N.) 115 
Mr. Bryce (2 therdeen, N.) eee «ae 119 
Mr. A. J. Balfour. 120 
Mr, Alfred Hutton (Yorkshire, W R. # Morle y) 121 
Vr. Ernest Gray ( West ITam, N. ) ‘ 122 
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Dr, Macuamara (Camberwell, N.) ae os se fio ... 324 
Sir W. Hart-Dyke ... ae ae aa ue ee ean wos Se 
Mr. [loyd-George ... a ae nas ts bie vr sax WOE 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 78; Noes, 227. (Division List No. 390.) 


Committee report progress ; to sit again tomorrow. 


Lands Valuation (Scotland) Amendment Bill | Lords}.— Order for Second 
Reading read, and discharged. Bill withdrawn me - ee » 436 


London Elections Bill.—Order for Second Reading read, and discharged. 
Bill withdrawn ... 5 a ye aoe es <o 280 


Police (Superannuation) Bill.——Order for Second Reading read, and 
discharged. Bill withdrawn... ie at ‘ad ae ‘i ..» 135 


Police Expenses Bill.——Order for Second Reading read, and discharged. — Bill 
withdrawn ah ie in Jet ws ea as os we 135 


Matrimonial Causes Acts Amendment Bill |Lords].--Order for Second 
Reading read, and discharged. Bill withdrawn . oF cae ws 8D 


Hospitals (Contributions) Bill. ——-Order for Second Reading read, and 
discharged. Bill withdrawn... a Le re ee .. 135 


Marine Insurance Bill ig lala for Second Reading read, and 
discharged. Bill withdrawn... ; ee va OE 


Queen Anne’s Bounty Bill.——-Orler for Second Reading read, and discharged. 
Bill withdrawn ... aR We ye ey oP 136 


Naval Prize Bill |lords}.--Order for Second Reading read, and discharged. 
Bill withdrawn ... jen ee pa be i .. 136 


Employment of Children Bill.——Orler for Second Reading read, and 
discharged. Bill withdrawn... ; ix - = .. 136 


Dogs’ Regulation Bill.——Order for Second Reading heueds and discharged. 
Bill withdrawn ... a = 2 3 . 136 


In pursuance of the Order of the House this day, Mr. Speaker 
adjourned the House without Question put. 


Adjourned at Twelve o'clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS, FRIDAY, 17rH OCTOBER, 1902. 
The House met at Twelve of the Clock. 


ADJOURNMENT.—Resolved, That this House, at the rising of the House this day, 
do adjourn until Monday next.—(Sir . {lexander Acland. Hood.) ... wa SF 
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UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


DUMBARTON CorPoration (FURTHER Powers) ORDER CONFIRMATION.—-Bill to 
confirm a Provisional Order under the Private Legislation Procedure (Scot- 
land) Act, 1899, relating to Dumbarton Corporation (to be proceeded with 
under Section 7 of the Act), ordered to be brought in by the Lord Advocate 
and Mr. Solicitor General for Scotland 


Dumbarton Corporation (Further Powers) Order Confirmation Bill. — 
“To contirm a Provisional Order under The Private Legislation Procedure 
(Scotland) Aci, 1899, relating to Dumbarton,” presented, and under 62 and 
63 Vict., ©. 47, s. 7 (2) ordered to be considered upon Monday next 


Wick Burait EXTENSION Order CONFIRMATION, — Bill to confirm a Provisional 
Order under the Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, re 
lating to Wick Burgh Extension (to be proceeded with under Sections & 
and 9 of the Act), ordered to be brought in by the Lord Advocate and Mr. 
Solicitor General for Scotland... 


Wick Burgh Extension Order Confirmation Bill.— ‘lo confirm a Pro- 
visional Order under The Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 
1899, relating to Wick Burgh Extension,” presented, and read the first 
time ; to be read a second time upon Monday, 27th October, and to be 
printed 


PETITIONS. 


CANADIAN CATTLE (IMpeortTATION). — Petitions for the abolition of restrictions : 
From Bovey Tracy ; Newton Abbot ; Stacksteads ; Paisley (two); Brixton ; 
Arbroath; Falmouth: Withnell: Chorley; Water; Bacup; ‘Torquay ; 
Cleator Moor: Gravesend; Kilbirnie ; Kilwinning: Beith ; Enfield (two) ; 
Oldham (two); Walton; Wickham Market; Thurso; Eckington : Clown ; 
Whittington ; Killamarsh ; Stockport : Egremont ; Warrington ; Edmonton ; 
Horbury : Flockton ; Derby ; Heckmonwike ; Aberdeen ; Birstall ; Birken- 
shaw; Doneaster; Londonderry : Trowbridge; Rutherglen: Renfrew ; 
Horwich ; Bradford ; Little Lever; Chesham ; Toxteth ; Melton Mowbray ; 
Tiverton : Eecles ; Littleborough : Rhodes ; Bridge End ; Brixham ; Eagley ; 
Hull; Radstock; Frome; Stockport; Leven; Guard Bridge: Penge ; 
Sevenoaks ; Market Harborough ; Glentield ; Cosby ; Enderby ; Broughton 
Astley ; Liverpool ; Shrewsbury ; Epping: Greenhead : Churwell ; Work- 
ington ; Maryport (two, ; Kinning Park ; Gloucester; Brandon ; Sherburn 
Hill ; Tudhoe Colliery ; West Cornforth : Willington ; Accrington ; Burton 
Latimer; Raunds; Desborough ; Mirfield ; Failsworth ; Beverley : Leeds ; 
Perth ; Hepworth ; Droylsden ; Mossley ; Prestwich ; Vaterloo ; Newtown ; 
Siddal ; Keswick ; Pegswood ; Cramlington : Broomhill ; Bamfurlong ; Guide 
Post ; Blyth ; Harrogate; Ashington ; Bishop’s Stortford: Bishop Auck- 
land; Shiremoor; Oswaldtwistle: [ron Bridge: Weighley : Oxenhope ; 
Daventry ; St. Anthonys: Todmorden ; and Denholme; to lie upon the 
Table ie 


Epucation (ENGLAND AND WALEs) BILL.—Petitions against: From Suffolk 
(twenty-four) : Todmorden; Dean; Bury (two); Evercreech ; Low Ham ; 
Henley ; Whitehaven ; Cowling ; Paisley ; Stockton ; Blairgowrie ; Chelms- 
ford; Flitwick : Newark ; Ossett ; Hull (two); Shepton Mallet ; Oakhill ; 
and Belfast ; to lie upon the Table aa on aa ee ie 
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EpUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) Brii.—Petitions for alteration: From 
Southport (two) ; Edmonton ; Arbroath ; Paisley (two) ; Egremont ; Newton 
Abbot (two); Withnell; Brixton; Eckington; Clown; Whittington ; 
Killamarsh ; Torquay ; Gravesend; Kilbirnie; Kilwinning; Beith ; Old- 
ham (two); Water; Wickham Market: Walton; Thurso; Falmouth ; 
Stacksteads ; Alva; Newtonshaw ; Horbury ; Floekton ; Derby ; Heckmond- 
wike ; Aberdeen ; Bacup ; Birstall ; Birkenshaw ; Doneaster ; Londonderry ; 
Enfield ; Renfrew; Rutherglen; Warrington; Trowbridge; Bradford ; 
Horwich; Little Lever; Eagley ; Chesham; Toxteth ; Tiverton ; Rhodes ; 
Todmorden (two); Brixham: Eecles; Hull: Radstock ; Frome; Leven ; 
Guard Bridge ; Penge ; Waterloo ; West Cornforth ; Newtown ; Enderby ; 
Market Harborough; Glentield ; Cosby ; Broughton Astley ; Churwell ; 
Leeds; Liverpool; Greenhead : Epping ; Workington (two); Maryport ; 
Glasgow ; Gloucester : Burton Latimer; Deshorough ; Mirfield ; Harrogate : 
Raunds ; Beverley ; Prestwich ; Droylsden ; Failsworth ; Brandon ; Sherburn 
Hill ; Tudhoe Colliery ; Willington : Sevenoaks ; Hepworth ; Bishop's Stort 
ford ; Siddal ; Keswick ; Cramlington; Pegswood : Perth ; St. Anthonys ; 
Broomhill ; Bedlington ; Guide Post; Blyth; Shrewsbury ; Bamfurlong ; 
Daventry ; Ashington (two); Newark; Bishop Auckland ; Sbiremoor ; 
Keighley ; Oxenhope ; Denholme ; and Iron Bridge ; to lie upon the Table... 


EMPLOYMENT OF CHILDREN Biii.—Petition from Shettield, in favour; to lie 
upon the Table ... 


LocAL AUTHORITIES OFFICERS’ SUPERANNUATION Bitt.——Petition of — the 
Midland Municipal Ofticers’ Association, in favour ; to lie upon the Table... 


PLUMBERS’ REGISTRATION Brit.—Two petitions from Leeds, in favour ; to lie 
upon the Table ... 


PREVENTION OF CorrupTion IN TRADE,—-Petitions for legislation: From 
Bacup : Bovey Tracey ; Newton Abbot ; Water : Whittington ; Killamarsh : 
Falmouth ; Withnell; Chorley ; Brixton ; Eckington ; Clown; Torquay ; 
Cleator Moor; Gravesend; Beith; Kilwinning; Kilbirnie ; Stockport , 
Oldham ; Paisley ; Wickham Market; Walton; Thurso; Stacksteads ; 
Newtonshaw ; Alva; Egremont: Flockton; Horbury ; Heckwondwike ; 
Aberdeen ; Birstall; Derby: Birkenshaw : Doncaster; Londonderry ; 
Enfield; Golear; Rutherglen; Renfrew; Warrington; Trowbridge : 
Bradford-on-Avon ; Horwich: Little Lever; Eagley ; Eccles ; Chesham ; 
Toxteth ; Melton Mowbray ; Tiverton ; Littleborough ; Rhodes ; Todmorden ; 
Brixham ; Hull; Radstock; Frome ; Churchtown ; Leven ; Edmonton : 
Penge; Enfield; Guard Bridge; Prestwich; Accrington; Market 
Harborough ; Cosby ; Glenfield ; Enderby ; Broughton Astley ; Churwell ; 
Liverpool ; Siddal; Epping; Workington (two); Maryport ; Failsworth : 
Kinning Park ; Gloucester; Sevenoaks; Desborough; Mirfield; Burton 
Latimer: Raunds; Waterloo; Mossley; Droylsden; Beverley ; Leeds ; 
Perth ; Hepworth ; Bishop’s Stortford ; Keswick ; Cramlington ; Pegswood ; 
Broomhill ; Bedlington ; Guide Post; Blyth; Sherburn Hill ; Willington : 
Brandon and Byshottles ; West Cornforth ; Tudhoe Colliery ; Bamfurlong ; 
Daventry ; Harrogate ; Ashlington (two); Newark; Bishop Auckland ; 
Shiremoor ; Newtown; Oswaldtwistle; Shrewsbury ; St. Anthonys ; 
Keighley ; Oxenhope ; Denholme ; Greenhead ; and, Iron Bridge ; to lie 
upon the Table ... 


VACCINATION Binr.— Petitions in favour : From Larkhall ; amd, Middleshorough : 
to lie upon the Table ee ‘ ae sa 
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tETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


SEA FIisHERIES (IRELAND).—Return [presented 16th October] to be printed. 
[No. 355.] = bas aa Lee oor we Ria awe ... 140 


Navy (Suips’ BoiLers).—Return [presented 16th October] to be printed. 
No. [356.] = <s bes er Si ia sie ote — 


NAVAL TRAINING Suips.—Return [presented 16th October] to be printed. 
[No. 357.] in a te a chee Skeet Sane 


INTERMEDIATE Epucation (IRELAND).—Return [presented 16th October] to be 
printed, [No. 358.) ... cs fo ow ees aa ha oo» Oe 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 
GOVERNMENT AGREEMENTS WITH THE CUNARD CoMPANY, AND ATLANTIC 
SHIPPING TRUST. a Sir John Colomh (Great Y armouth) ; Answer, 
Mr. Gerald Balfour”... a uae ites ee 7 ae <a Se 


ADDITIONAL PARISH GUARDIANS IN| OXFORDSHIRE.—Question, Mr. Morrell 
(Oxfordshire, Woodstock) ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long — ... si “< Oe 


COLONIAL CONFERENCE-—-PAPERS. Question, Sir John Colom; Answer, Mr. 
Secretary Chamberlain rr ad sts eA ef kee wee | AD 


Supreme Court of Judicature Bill [[ords}.—Read the first time; to he 
read a second time upon Monday next, and to be printed. [Bill 294.] 142 


Education (England and Wales) Bill. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
| Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. { 
Clause 8 :— 
Dy, Maecnamara (Camberiell, N.) 
Mr. M*Kenna (Monmouthshire, N.) 


Mr. Chas, McArthur “ww ag Exrhany) i 
Mr. Alfred Hutton (Yorkshire, W. R., Morle y) 


ee en 
ee ee ee 
oe oe 


Amendment proposed— 
“In page 3, line 4, to leave out the word ‘shall, and insert the 
word ‘may.’”-—(Vr. Alfred Hutton.) 


Question proposed, “That the word ‘shall’ stand part of the Clause.” 
The Prime Minister and First Lord of the rey (Mr. A. J. Balfour, 


Manchester, E.) sas 28 ee 
Stir William Harcourt Uteumouthehive, Wey. as ds ia a 18 
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Francis Powell (Wigan) 

M‘Kenna oe a iss 
Henry Lobhouse (Somersetshire, E.) 
Trevelyan (Yorkshire W.R., Elland) 
Macnamara 

Lloyd-George (Carnarvon Boroughs) 
A. J. Balfour ca a 
Abel Thomas (Carmarthenshire, E.) 
Whitley (Halifiw) Le * 
Bryce (Aberdeen, 8.) sa nes 
Corrie Grant (Muarwickshire, Tughy) 
Helme (Lancashire, Lancaster) 
Humphreys-Orwen (Montgomeryshire) 


Question put. 


The Committee divided: Ayes, 198; Noes, 86. (Division List No, 
391.) (2.0.) 
Mr, James Hopu (Sheffield, Brightside) . ; 


Amendment proposed- 


schools provided by themselves and schools not so provided.’ ” 
James 
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The 
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Sir ( 
Sir 


Mr. 


“In page 3, line 4, after ‘shall,’ to insert ‘without discriminating 


(1V/r, 
Hope ) 


“That those words be there inserted.” 


Secretary of the 
University)... 

Alfred Hutton 5 

Ernest Gray (West Ham, N. — = 

Edward Grey (Northumberland, Berwick) 

Lloyd-George ... ia 
Attorney General (Sir Robert Finlay, Inverness Burghe) a5 
Jaldwell (Lanarkshire, Mid.) 

tharles Dilke (Glouce ostershire, Forest of ' Dean) 

Francis Powell ? <: ‘ 

Wallace (Perth) 


Board of Education (Sir William Anson, Orford 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. 


MiKenna 
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the expenditure of all money publicly provided, and shall.’ 


‘ shall,’ 


to insert ‘have sole control over 
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“In page 3, line 4, after 


M‘Kenna.) 
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Mr. 
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A. J, Balfour .. 

William Hare ourt 5 

Alexander Brown (Shropshire, We “Mington) 
Bryce ... ae aS 

A. J. Balfour... 


Lord Hugh Cecil (Greenwich) 


Mr. 


Corrie Grant ... 
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Amendment proposed 
“In page 3, line 5, after the word ‘efficient, to insert the words 
‘as hereinafter detined.””—( Mr. Corrie (Graut.) 


Question proposed, “That those words be there inserted.” 


Mr. A. J. Balfour ... wl wi mS $i i om .. 178 
Sir William Ifarcourt iG ; ‘. ; -_ ae aS 
Sir John Gorst (Cambridiyy University) ; ; 180 
Mr Lloud (reoryi cau ‘ nee ; : ee 1X0 
Lord Edinund Fitzmanvics di “Ults hive, Cricklad i 4 18? 
Sir William Anson ee ists sais ? ioe a . $83 
Mr. Fletcher Moulton (Cornecall, Launceston) bes Pe ok 183 
Mr. MS Kenna = eos ont ae Jae P 184 
Question put. 
The Committee divided : —Ayes, 87 ; Noes, 212. (Division List No, 392.) 
Mr. Alfred Hutton ... oat sand er iach saa ae hi 187 
Mr. A. d. Balfour bi ae a 188 
Mr. Yowall (Nottingham, IV.) . : ; . 189 
Mr. Bryce ... wel i 189 
Mr. Lough (Lslington, W.) _ 190 
Amendment proposed 
In page 3, line 6, after the word “are.” to insert the words “in 
their opinion,”- (Mr. Lough.) ek 
(Juestion put, * That those words be there inserted,” 
Sir Rohert Finlay... wee ie te see we sa ... 190 
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Sir Robert Finlay... — ; . re 5. ee 
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Mr. George Il hite ( Norfolk, ‘N. EB. se . 195 
Mr. Lough ; . wa j ae ; 19. 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :— Ayes, 82: Noes, 199. (Division List No. 393.) 
Committee report progress, to sit again on Monday next. 


Mr. SPEAKER, in pursuance of the Order of the House of the 16th October, 
adjourned the House without question put. 


Adjourned at twenty-seven minutes after Five o’clock till Monday 
next. ‘ 


HOUSE OF COMMONS: MONDAY, 20TH OCTOBER, 1902, 


The House met at Two of the Clock, 





Oe 


IM 


Ba 


Br 


Ch 


No 


Ra 


La 


Du 


W. 





TABLE OF CONTENTS. XXXI 


We Oct 20. Pag 
IMPRISONMENT OF A MeMBER.—Mrk. SPEAKER informed the House that he had 
received a following letter relating to the Imprisonment of a Member, 
Question: Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, 8.) and Mr. Delany (Queen's 
County, Ossory). Answer: Mr. Speaker... aon ne oe < 28 
UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
- 
os Baker Street and Waterloo eat Bill “a ords i Allaaene the third time, 
30) and passed, with Amendments... st = we w« 902 
SU . , . ‘ , * 
<) Brompton and Piccadilly Circus Railway (New Lines, etc.) Bill 
33 | Lords] (Xing’s consent signified). —Bill read the third time, and passed, 
333 with Amendments se wa a a ae eet sh 3 | ae 
<4 ; ; , 
Charing Cross, Euston, and Hampstead Railway (Consolidated) Bill 
| Lords | (King’s consent signified).—Bil read the third time, and passed, 
with Amendments ie ‘ie om e aa ie ae i B02 
North-West London Railway Bill | ane Read the third time, and 
7 passed, with Amendments ; Bi ae Bd say «ss 202 
39 Railway Bills. —Ordered, That the Committee on Group 12 of Railway Bills 
9 be revived, and that they have leave to sit and proceed with the remaining 
0 Bills in the Group, to-morrow, at  half-past Eleven of the clock. —(7he 
Chairman of Ways and Means.) rae a8 a ag a5 «» Deo 
Lanarkshire (Middle Ward District) Water Order enema 
Bill. —Read the third time, and passed 202 
Dumbarton Corporation (Further Powers) Order Confirmation Bill. 
Considered ; to be read the third time upon Wednesday cae, 202 
10 ‘ . i 
‘1 WATER Provisional Orpen. —Bill to confirm a Provisional Order made by the 
| Board of Trade under The Gas and Water Facilities Act, I870, relating to 
\) Marlow Water, ordered to be brought int hy Mir. Gerald) Balfour and 
ei Mr. Haves Fisher , aoe > 262 
3 i la ozs 
4 Water Provisional Order Bill. —*‘l'o contirm a Provisional Order made by 
4 the Board of Trade under The Gas and Water Facilities Act, 1870, relating 
" to Marlow \V ater,” presented, 
bo Ordered, That Standing Order 1934 be suspended, and that the Bill 
he read the first time. —(Vr. Gerald Balfour.) 
Bill accordingly read the first time; to be referred to the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, and to be printed. — [Bill 297]. sac as» 202 


PETITIONS. 


CANADIAN CarrLe (IMporration). — Petitions for the abolition of restrictions : 
From Rugby ; Maidenhead ; Canonby ; Harley; Cargrave ; Barnoldswick ; 
Cowes ; Worcester: Summerseat : Denton; Marylebone: Irvine; Hyde ; 
Hollingworth ; Chelinsford; Alltwen; Exeter; Brentwood ; Holyhead ; 
Saffron Walden ; Aberdare ; Bradtord ; Cathcart ; Pollokshaws ; Cambridge 
West Stanley ; Consett; Shotley Bridge; Anntield Plain; Farnworth ; 
Glasgow ; Fleetwood ; Hulme ; Fylde ; Walmer ; Blackpool ; Blaina; Lees ; 
Guiseley ; Tunbridge ; Bingley ; Tipton ; Leith; and Ripley ; to lie upon 


the Table ate sens . Ae a isi ae “SOS 














¥ xxii TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
(iet,, 20, | 


EpvucaTion (ENGLAND AND WaALes) Bi_t.—Petition from Pendleton, against ; 
to lie upon the Table , ss és ; 


EpvucaTion (ENGLAND AND WALES) BiLL.—Petitions for alteration: From 
Maidenhead ; Speenhamland; Cowes; Denton; Canonby; Cargrave ; 
Colne ; Barnoldswick ; Summerseat; Marylebone; Irvine; Hollingworth ; 
Hyde; Worcester ; Rugby : Alltwen and Pontardawe ; Holyhead ; Saffron 
Walden; Aberdare; Bradford; Cambridge; West Stanley ; Consett ; 
Shotley Bridge; Annfield Plain; Farnworth and Kearsley ; Glasgow ; 


Fleetwood ; Fylde; Walmer Bridge; Blackpool; Lees and Cross Roads ; 


Blaina; Guiseley; Tunbridge Wells; Tipton; Leith; Exeter; Ripley : 
Chelmsford ; Hulme ; and Brentwood ; to lie upon the Table ; 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (SCOTLAND) BILL. —~Petition from Montrose, in favour; to 
lie upon the Table 


Partsu Counci. LOANS (SCOTLAND) Bi_t,—-Petition from Montrose, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table 


PREVENTION OF CORRUPTION LN TRADE.—Petitions for legislation : From Rughy : 
Maidenhead ; Cowes; Summerseat; Denton; Marylebone; Canonley ; 
Gargrave ; Earley ; Barnoldswick ; Irvine; Hyde; Hollingworth ; Wor- 
cester; Alltwen; Farnworth; Holyhead ; Saffron Walden; Aberdare ; 
Lees; Hume; Exeter; Bradford: Pollokshaws; Catheart ; Cambridge ; 
West Stanley; Consett; Shotley Bridge; Annfield Plain; Glasgow ; 
Fleetwood ; Fylde; Walmer; Blackpool; Blaina; Guiseley ; Tunbridge 
Wells ; Tipton ; Leith ; Brentwood ; Bingley ; Ripley ; and Chelmsford ; 
to lie upon the Table ' ee aa 


SALE OF INTOXICATING Liguors ON SUNDAY BILL.—-Petition from Heywood, 
in favour; to lie upon the Table 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


DISEASES OF ANIMALS ACTS, 1894 AND 1896.-—-Copy presented, of Two Orders 
dated the Ist September, 1902, entitled respectively, the Bristol (Cumber- 
land ‘Tidal Basin) Foreign Animals Wharf Revocation Order of 1902, and 
the Bristol (Cumberland Basin) Foreign Animals Wharf Order of 1902 [by 
Act}; to lie upon the Table 

Cutna (No. 2, 1902).—Copy presented, of Despatch from His Majesty’s Special 
Commissioner enclosing the Treaty between Great Britain and China, signed 


at Shanghai, 5th September, 1902 [by Command]: to lie upon the Table ... 


TRADE Reports (ANNUAL SERIES).—Copy presented, of Diplomatic and Con- 
sular Reports, Annual Series, 2907 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table... 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


INDIA—PUBLIC SALE OF CONFIDENTIAL GOVERNMENT DOCUMENTS.—Question, 
Sir Seymour King (Hull, Central) ; Answer, Lord George Hamilton 


AFGHANISTAN-—-PURCHASE OF ARMS, ETC., IN GERMANY.—Question, Sir 
Seymour King ; Answer, Lord George Hamilton 


Corn, SUGAR AND CoaL Export DUTIES.—Question, Sir Henry Fowler (Wolver- 
hampton, E.) ; Answer, Mr. Ritchie 


Page 


203 


203 


203 


203 


204 


204 


204 


204 


204 


204 


205 


206 





K 


Ss 


Page 


203 


903 


203 


203 


04 


4 


O4 


O4+ 


05 


OF 





TABLE OF CONTENTS XXNiil 


Ort. 16. ] 


SOLDIER CONVICTS IN CIVIL PRISONS.—Question, Mr. Claude Hay (Shoreditch, 
Hoxton) ; Answer, Mr. Alkers Douglas 


LEWES NAVAL Prison. Question, Mr. Claude Hay ; Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster 


KISH LIGHTSHIP—CONSTITUTION OF [nisi LiGuTs BoArnD.—Question, Mr. Field 
(Dublin, St. Patrick) ; Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour ... 


FORESHORE RiGcuTs, STONEY Estate, MALLARANNY, MAyo.—Question, Dr. 
Robert Ambrose (Mayo, W.) ; Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour 


RUSSIA AND AFGHANISTAN —RECENT DrepLOMATIC COMMUNICATIONS. —Question, 
Sir Seymour King ; Answer, Viscount Cranborne 


Conpuct Or PoLice AT LIMERICK.—Question, Mr. Joyce (Limerick) ; Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham ... 


LisCANNOR Harpour, CLARE.—Question, Mr. William Redmond (Clare, EF.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham ; 


PROCLAMATION OF QUEEN’S CoUNTY—CRIME STATISTICS. —Question, Mr. Delany 
((Queen’s County, Ossory) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham ; os 

STAIGUE Fort, CAsTLE Cove. KERry.—Question, Mr Boland (Kerry, W.) : 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham 

CLOSING OF IrisH County Prisons.—Question, Mr. Flynn (Cork, N.); 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham 

Irish LOCAL GOVERNMENT Boarp.—Mk. T. P. NoLAN.—Question, Mr. Flynn ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham 

Irish AGRICULTURE.—Basic SLAG.—Question, Mr. Edward Barry (Cork Co., 
S.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham ons 

ADMISSION TO THEATRES OF SOLDIERS IN UNtrorM.—Question, Major Rasch 
(Essex, Chelmsford); Answer, Mr. Brodrick 


(RIEVANCES OF DISCHARGED RESERVISTS.—Question, Sir Charles M‘Laren 
(Leicestershire, Bosworth); Answer, Mr. Brodrick 


CONTINENTAL MILITARY LoNG-DisTANCE RipES—PARTICIPATION OF BRITISH 
OrFiCERS.—Questions, Mr. Jacoby (Derbyshire, Mid.) and Mr. Norman 
(Wolverhampton, 8.) ; Answers, Mr. Brodrick 

REMOUNTS—-HUNGARIAN PURCHASES.—Question, Mr. Norman; Answer, Mr. 

3rodrick... - oo sie 


REMISSIONS OF SENTENCES FOR MILITARY OFFENCES.—Question, Mr. Claude 
Hay ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick 3 et - i Ns 


Soutu Arrica—Remount Farms—Court-MArtiaAL ON CAPTAIN GORDON- 
TURNER.— Questions, Col. Welby (Taunton) ; Answers, Mr. Brodrick 


Moror Car ReEGULATION.—Question, Sir Howard Vincent (Shettield, Central) ; 
Answer, Mr. Walter Long ; 


Fiui—Propeosep FrEperation with NeW ZEALAND.—Question, Mr. Caine, 
(Cornwall, Camborne); Answers, Mr J. Chamberlain 


VOL. CXIII. [FouRTH SERIES. | c 


Page 


POH 


POG 


207 


207 


2OS 


209 


209 


209 


210 


210 


211 


211 


212 


212 


216 


216 











XXXivV TABLE OF CONTENTS, 
Ont, 16.) 


Orium IMporRTATION INTO CEYLON.—Question, Mr. Caine; Answer, Mr. J. 
Chamberlain 


SoutH ArricA-—-WaAk CONTRIBUTION FROM THE NEW CoLONTES.—Question, 
Mr. Claude Lowther (Cumberland, Eskdale) ; Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain 


Wax TAXATION OF THE TRANSVAAL.—Questions, Mr. Clande Hay and Mr. 
Dalziel (Kirkealdy Burghs) ; Answers, Mr. J. Chamberlain a x 


GIBRALTAR Docks — LABOURERS’ SrrikeE —MILITARY AND POLICE ASSISTANCE 


TO EMPLOYERS.--Question, Mr. Levy (Leicestershire, Loughborough) ; 


Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain 


SIERRA LEONE GOVERNMENT STEAM LAUNCH.— Question, Myr. Moon (St. 
Paneras, N.) ; Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain ... 


LAGOS LIFEROAT.—Question, Mr. Moon; Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain 


SEKONDI Prer.—Question, Mr. Moon; Arswer, Mr. J. Chamberlain 


RoUMANIA—AMERICAN NOTE ON TREATMENT OF JEWs.—Question, Major 


Evans Gordon ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


SUGAR CONVENTION.—Question, Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) ; Answer, Mr. 
A. J. Balfour es 


SENTENCES ON MEMBERS -— COMMUNICATIONS TO THE SPEAKER, —- Question, 
Mr. John Morley (Montrose Burghs) ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour... 


BoarpD OF EDUCATION-—PRESIDENT’S SALARY.-—Question, Mr, Gibson Bowles ; 


Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


Honours—-MINISTERS AND THE Roya PrRerocAative.—-Question, Mr, Gibson 
Bowles ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour .. 


BESTOWAL OF THE GARTER ON SOVEREIGNS NOT OF CHRISTIAN FAItTH.— 
Question, Mr. Gibson Bowles : Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


(GFREENWICH HospirAL AND Patriotic FUNDS.—Question, Mr. Reginald Lueas 
(Portsmouth); Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


New Procepure RvuLES—“ OrdER IN DEBATE.”—Question, Mr. Chaplin 
(Lincolnshire, Sleaford) ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour wh Bee 


RoyAL PROGRESS ON 25TH OcToRER — BANK HonimpAy PrRocLAMATION, — 
Question, Sir Seymour King: Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


THE OPERATIONS IN| SOMALILAND.—Questions, Sir H, Campbell-Bannerman 
(Stirling Burghs), Mr. Llewellyn (Somerset, N.), and Mr. Gibson Bowles 
(Lynn Regis) ; Answers, The Under Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
(Lord Cranborne, Rochester) 


H.M.S. “ TERRIBLE ”--DESIGN OF GUN-CARRIAGE USED AT LADYSMITH.— 
Question, Sir William Allen (Gateshead) ; Answer, the Secretary to the 
Admiralty (Mr. Arnold-Forster, Belfast, W.) ; EN 


Pag 


216 


219 


219 


220 


220 


230 





21y 


219 


220 


120 


20 


‘iw 
to 





TABLE OF CONTENTS, XNXS 


Act, 16. } 


MILITARY SERVICE IN lNDIA.—Question, Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, 
Forest of Dean) ; Answer, The Secretary of State for India (Lord George 
Hamilton, Middlesex, Ealing). i se a 


INDIAN IMPERIAL CouNnciL.—Question, Mr. Caine (Cornwall, Camborne) ; 
Answer, Lord George Hamilton i ry ‘a - 


AssaAM TEA GARDENS—GERMAN LIQUOR SHOPS.—Question, Mr. Cain: Answer, 
Lord George Hamilton... 


SAVINGS BANK FUNDS.—Questions, Sir Albert Rollit (Islington, S.) and Mr. 
Lough (Islington, W.):; Answers, The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Mr. 
Ritchie, Croydon) ae - As. ae 


AGREEMENTS WITH CUNARD COMPANY AND ATLANTIC SHIPPING TRUST.— 
Questions, Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis), and Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, 
N.); Answers, The President of the Board of Trade — Gerald Balfour, 
Leeds, Central) .. _ _ 


ARGENTINS CATTLE TRADE—REMOUNT SUPPLIES.—Questions, Mr. Schwann 
(Manchester, N.), and Mr, Chaplin (Lincolnshire, Sleaford) ; Answers, The 
President of the Board of Agriculture (Mr. Hanbury, Preston) 


LIMERICK POSTMASTERSHIP.——Question, Mr. Joyce (Limerick); Answer, The 
Postmaster General (Mr. Austen Chamberlain, Worcestershire, EF.) 


MONASTERVAN © ELAND) RAILWAY AcCIDENT. —Question, Mr. Bell (Derby) : 
Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour ; ve ‘ne 


Cork STEAMSHIP SERVICE--SUBSIDY TO CLYDE SHIPPING COMPANY.——Question, 
Mr. Joyee; Answer, The Chief Sectretary for Ireland (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) 


CONVICTIONS OF NATIONALIST MEMBERS-—COMMUNICATIONS TO THE SPEAKER. 
—(uestions, Mr. Swift) MacNeill (Donegal, S.), Mr. Patrick O'Brien 
(Kilkenny), Mr. William O’Brien (Cork), Mr. James Lowther (ent, Thanet), 
Capt. Donelan (Cork, E.), Mr. Delany (Queen’s Co., Ossory), and Mr. 
McVeagh (Down, 8.) ; Answers, Mr. Wyndham and Mr. Speaker oe 


CONVICTIONS UNDER THE Crimes Act.--Question, Mr. Swift) MacNeill ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


SERGEANT SULLIVAN, RoyaL Irisn CoNnsTaBULAbY.-—Questions, Mr. Swift 
MacNeill and Mr. T. P. O’Connor (Live — Seotland) ; Answers, Mr. 
Wyndham we wy. 4 


NATIONALIST MEMBERS IMPRISONED FOR SPEECHES.——Questions, Mr. Leamy 
(Kildare, N.), Mr.. John Morley (Montrose Burghs), Mr. Logan (Leicester 
shire, Harborough), Mr. William Redmond (Clare, E.), and Mr. MeV eagh ; 
Answers, Mr. Wyndham and Mr. Speaker ee oe ne ke 


JupGe CURRAN AND THE MULLINGAR GRAND JURY.——Questions, Mr. William 
O’Brien and Mr. said as E.); Answers, Mr. Wyndham and Mr. 
Speaker oe oe eee eee eee eee 


SERGEANT SULLIVAN, Roya IrisH ConsTaBnuLARY—-PosiTION OF Mr. T. P. 
No.An.-—Question, Mr William O’Brien ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


te 


Pay 


IG 


to 
le 
ba | 


230 











XXXVi TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
Ort, 16. Page 


IMPRISONMENT OF Mr. O’FLANAGAN, J.P.--Questions, Mr. William Redmond 


and Capt. Donelan ; Answers, Mr. Wyndham 44 
BUSINESS OF THE Hovuse.—-Questions, Mr. H. Campbell-Bannerman and Mr. 
Swift MaeNeill ; Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour oF ae ee «. 245 
Irish AFFAIRS—-NATIONALIST DEMAND FOR A GENERAL DISCUSSION,—(Ques- 
tions, Mr. Patrick O’Brien and Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman ; Answer, Mr. 
A. J. Balfour oie . 246 
SERGEANT SULLIVAN, RoyaL Irish CONSTABULARY—MOTION FOR ADJOURN- 
MENT.—Mr. WILLIAM O'BRIEN rose in his place, and asked leave to move 
the Adjournment of the House for the purpose of discussing a definite 
matter of urgent public importance, viz., “the conduct of the Government 
in Ireland in reference to the charges of forgery, manufacture of outrage 
and perjury against Sergeant Sullivan of the Royal Irish Constabulary, and 
the danger of his absconding ;” but the pleasure of the House not having 
been signified, Mr. SPEAKER called on those Members who supported the 
Motion to rise in their places, and not less than forty Members having 
accordingly risen the Motion stood over, under Standing Order No. 17, 
until the Evening Sitting, this day. 
NATIONAL EXPENDITURE.— Ordered, That Mr. Austen Chamberlain be discharged 
from the Select Committee.—(Sir Alerunder Acland-Hood.) 
Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That Mr. Hayes Fisher be added to 
the Select Committee.” —(Sir Alvcunder Aclund-Hood ) 
Captain Donelun ... -_ ste Se hee ws és .. 249 
Question put by Mr. SPEAKER in pursuance of Standing Order No. 16 
The House divided :—Ayes, 222; Noes, 76. (Division List, No. 394.) 
Education (England and Wales) Bill 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
[Mr. J. W. LowrHer (Cumberland, Penrith, in the Chair. | 
Mr. Lloyd-George (Carnarvon Borough)... ss se sa ... 253 
Sir W. Harcourt (Monmouthshire, W.) 254 
Mr. Neely (Lincoln) as 955 
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Mr. Hele (Lancashire, Luncaster) 
Amendment proposed. 
“In page 3, line 6, after the word ‘ necessary,’ to insert the words 
‘and for which the buildings are structurally suitable.’ ”—(Mr. Helme.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 


The Sec. of the Board of Education (Sir Wm. Anson, aia U cabins 278 


Sir Wm. Hurcourt (. Vonimouthshire, W. 5 oe “nn a 279 
Dr. Macnamara .. eA ae sii és .-. 280 
Sir Henry Fowler ( Wolverhampton, E. | ere ae fen das ... 283 
Mr. Samuel Evans .. Say fe ia o36 a: ee 
Mr. Trevelyan (Yorkshire, W. Ri, Elland)... oe sie ise is. “2G 
Mr. M‘Kenna ~ if ~ or ae oes vr ... 286 
Mr. A. J. Balfour .. ee ie ae ws 208 
Mr. Charles Hobhouse (Bristol, E. _ ite ie ee ie OO 
Mr. _ tcher Moulton ee nwall, Launceston) és om ee ... 288 
Mr, A. J. Balfour ... bie ice ae re er o» oOo 
Mr. phot therdeen, 8.) . i es zien sot a «+ 288 
Mr. Duke (Plymouth) si dis sk ie a és .. 290 
Mr, Wallace (Perth) ia ee we ‘9 — Sin ... 390 
Mr. Lloyd-George ... ae nee = oe re sy i» 290 
Mr. A. J. Balfour ... or ie ree aa as or ie Sam 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 11) ; Noes, 249. (Division List No. 396.) 
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Amendment proposed to the proposed Amendment— oO 
“After the first word ‘the,’ to insert the word ‘sole.’ (Mr. 

MW‘ Kenna.) 

Question proposed, “That the word ‘sole’ be there inserted in the proposed 
Amendment.”—(Mr, A Kenna.) 
Nir Rohert Finlay eas 
Sir William Harcourt 
Vr. Samuel Evans ... sn - she sini 
Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean) 
Ur. Lloyd (eorye es 
Mr. Us Kenna 

Question put. 

The Committee divided :—Ayes, 105; Noes, 241. (Division List No. 397.) 

(Question again proposed, * That those words be there inserted.”—-Debate 
arising. 

Mr. A.J. BAaLrour rose in his place, and claimed to move, “ That the 
question be now put.” 


Question put, “ That the Question be now put.” 
The Committee divided :--Aves, 240; Noes, 88. (Division List No. 598.) 


Question, “That those words be there inserted,” put accordingly, and 
agreed to. e 


It being half-past Seven of the clock, the Chairman left the Chair to make 
his Report to the House. 


Committee report Progress : to sit again to-morrow. 
EVENING SITTING. 
SERGEANT SULLIVAN, Royat [Ris CoNnstaABULARY — Morion FoR AD 
JOURNMENT. ' 
Mr. William O Brien (Cork) iy st cas 422 : <i 
Motion made and Question proposed, ‘ That this House do now adjourn.” 
(Mr. William O Brien), 
The Attorney freneral for Ireland (Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, N.) 
Mr. Harrington (Dublin, Harbour) eo siged “it ae 
The Chit f Seere tary for Treland (Ir. I] “yudham, Dore i) ee 
Mr. T. P. Connor (Liverpool, Scotlan/)... 
Question put. 
The House Divided :—Ayes, 117: Noes, 215. (Division List No. 399.) 


Expiring Laws Continuance Bill.—Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 
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Mr. Flynn (Cork N.) 
It being Midnight, the debate stood adjourned. 


Debate to be resumed tomorrow. 


Land Purchase Acts (Ireland) Bill.—On the Motion that the order for the 


Second Reading of this Bill be discharged, and the Bill withdrawn, 


Mr. 7. M. Healy (Louth, N.) 
Mr. Wyndham 


Order for Second Reading discharged ; Bill withdrawn. 


Merchandise Marks (Prosecutions) (Ireland) Bill.—Order for Second 
Reading read, and discharged ; Bill withdrawn a nA 


County Courts (Ireland) Bill | Lorvs}..—-Order for Second Reading read, 


and discharged ; Bill withdrawn 


Mr. SPEAKER, in pursuance of the Order of the House of the 16th October, 
adjourned the House without Question put. 


Adjoured at ten Minutes after Twelve o'clock. 
HOUSE OF COMMONS, TUESDAY, 21st OCTOBER, 1902. 
The House met at Two of the clock. 
UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


London United Electric Railways Bill [Lords}. Reported { Parties do not 


proceed]; Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed ... 


Railway Bills (Group 12).-Sir Lewis M‘Iver reported from the Committee 
on Group 12 of Railway Bills; That, for the convenience of parties, they 
had adjourned until Thursday next, at half-past Eleven of the clock. 
Report to lie upon the Table ¥ 


PETITIONS. 


CANADIAN CATTLE (IMPORTATION).-—Petitions for abolition of restrictions : 
From Stirling ; Hurst Brook; Higher Hurst; Kilbarchan ; Barrhead ; 
Johnstone ; Kelso ; Huddersfield ; Parkgate ; Longwood ; Paddock ; Great 
and Little Bolton ; Middlesbrough ; Rochdale ; Smallbridge ; Handsworth ; 
Woodhouse ; Winnington ; Winsford ; Tow Law ; Barnard Castle ; York ; 
Hindley ; Epsom; Kirkby Stephen; Langdale; Bradford ; Grantham ; 
Harbury ; Wood; Boston; Blakey Moor; Wellington; Barrowford : 
Colne ; Walton-le-Dale ; Nelson; Sabden; Aspatria; Crewe; Cromer ; 
Sheringham ; Tadcaster ; Goole ; Castleford ; Buckhaven ; Lochgelly ; East 
Wemyss ; Cowdenbeath ; Anchor Co-operative Society ; W akefield ; Car- 
brook ; Kippax ; Bebside ; Reading ; and Padiham ; to lie upon the Table 

EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) BILL.—Petitions ‘ayainst ; From Crook ; 
Aller; Isle Abbots; Fife; Sheftield ; Todmorden: Kirkealdy ; and Wilton ; 
to lie upon the Table a na aS ae at 
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EpucaTion (ENGLAND AND WALES) BiLi.—Petitions for alteration: From 
Stirling ; Tow Law ; Barnard Castle ; Ashton-under-Lyne ; Hurst Brook ; 
Kilbarchan ; Barrhead ; Johnstone ; Kelso ; Bolton ; Rochdale ; Smallbridge ; 
Malmesbury ; Woodhouse ; Winsford; Winnington; York; Hindley ; 
Longwood ; Huddersfield ; Paddock ; Waingate ; Epsom ; Kirkby Stephen ; 
Langdale ; Middlesbrough ; Grantham; Harbury ; Altrincham ; Boston ; 
Barrowford ; Colne; Nelson; Bebside; Aspatria ; Sheffield ; Sabdon ; 
Crewe ; Sheringham; Cromer ; Tadeaster; Kippax; Castleford ; Goole ; 
Padiham ; Buckhaven; Lochgelly ; Cowdenbeath ; East Wemyss ; London ; 
Walton-le-Dale; Wakefield ; Reading ; and Wellington ; to lie upon the 
Table 5 ; iy et a oer 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) Bitu.—Petitions in favour: From 
Worcester ; St. Albans ; Benson ; Southport ; and Southampton ; to lie upon 
Table se as 


PLuMBers Reeisrrarion Biti.—Petition from West Riding of York, in 
favour ; to lie upon the Table ... 


PREVENTION OF CorrupTION IN) 'TRADE.—Petitions for legislation: From 
Stirling ; Higher Hurst ; Hurst Brook ; Barrhead ; Johnstone ; Kilbarchan ; 
Kelso; Parkgate ; Paddock ; Longwood ; Huddersfield ; Little Bolton ; 
Rochdale; Smallbridge; = Woodhouse; — Barnard Castle; | Winsford ; 
Winnington ; York ; Middlesbrough ; Hindley ; Epsom ; Kirkby Stephen ; 
Langdale ; Grantham ; Bradford ; Harbury ; Wood Green ; Boston ; Blakey 
Moor ; Padiham ; Barrowford ; Colne ; Bebside ; Nelson ; Sabden ; Aspatria : 
Crewe ; Sheringham; Tadeaster; Cromer ; Goole ; Wippax ; Castleford ; 
Buckhaven ; Lochgelly ; Cowdenbeath ; Wakefield ; East Wemyss ; London ; 
Brightside and Carbrook ; Walton-le-Dale ; Wellington ; Reading ; and 
Silsden ; to lie upon the Table 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON SUNDAY BiLL.—Petitions in favour ; from 
Fulham and Briercliffe ; to lie upon the Table 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC 


FOREIGN JURISDICTION Act, 1890,—Copies presented, of Five Orders in Council 
of ‘Vth August, 1902, entitled The Cyprus Courts of Justice Amendment 
Order, 1902, The Uganda Order in Council, 1902, The British Central 
Africa Order in Council, 1902, The East Africa Order in Council, 1902, 
and the Eastern African Protectorates ceiiats of _ Ul) Order in Council, 

1902 [by Act]: to lie upon the Table. 


EXTRADITION Acts, 1870 To 1895.—Copy presented, of Order of Council, of 
Lith September, 1902, giving effect to a declaration, signed 26th June, 1901, 
supplementary to the Extradition Treaty of 3rd December, 1873, between 
Great Britain and Austria-Hungary [by Act]; to lie upon the Table 


MERCHANT SHIPPING ACT, 1894.—Copies presented, of ‘Two Orders in Council 
of Lith August, 1902, approving Pilotage Bye-laws for the Ports of Cardiff 
and Waterford respectively | by Act}; to lie upon the Table 


WINTER AssIZES Acts, 1876 AND 1877.—Copies presented, of Seven Orders in 
Council of Lith August, i902, relating to the ensuing Winter Assizes iby 
Act] ; to lie upon the Table - ; 
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UNIVERSITIES OF OxForD AND CAmBripGe Act, 1877 (CAMBRIDGE).--Copy 
presented, of Statutes made by the University of Cambridge, and sealed 
on 27th May, 1902, amending the Statutes of tae University [by Act]; to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No, 359.] ... ae ve os ae 


SouTH AFRICAN (TRANSPORTS).—Return presented, relative thereto [ordered 
21st April, Sir John Colomb]; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[ No. 360.] ao an ‘ ee a oe es ss a 


Army (Pay, Non-Errective Pay, aNnb ALLOWANCES).—Copy presented, of 
List of Exceptions to the Army Regulations as to Pay and Allowances 
sanctioned during the year ended 31st March, 1902 [by Command] ; to 


lie upon the Table - 5a Ss Pe ee me el we «O47 
QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 
Poor LAW OFFICERS’ SUPERANNUATION—CENTRAL FuND.—Question, Mr. A. 
K. Loyd (Berkshire, Abingdon) ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long oie .. 348 
VoLUNTARY ScHootn Trust Dereps.—Question, Mr. Edmund Robertson 
(Dundee) ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour ne ae gee ae ... 348 
POSTAL SERVANTS’ GRIEVANCES—SUGGESTED.—Question, Mr. Thomas Bayley 
(Derbyshire, Chesterfield) ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain Hi we. «349 
ENGLISH PosTAL SERVANTS IN [RELAND.—Question, Mr. Field (Dublin, College 
Green) ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain... 4% Bs oe su. 64 
INDIAN Pusptic Works, RAILWAys AND IRRIGATION-—REVENUE AND EXPEN- 
DITURE.—Question, Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty) ; Answer, Lord George 
Hamilton ies ae eae se ae ig ae ie we «649 
({UARDSHIP AND NAVAL TRAINING SCHOOL AT BeLFAst LOUGH.—Question, Sir 
James Haslett (Belfast, N.) ; Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster ... on a» 300 
SLAVERY IN ISLAND OF PEMBA.—Question, Mr. Joseph A. Pease (Essex, Saffron 
Walden); Answer, Lord Cranborne ... ue ae ee ee sce 800 
PENRHYN’ QUARRY DispUTE—SUGGESTED OFFICIAL ACTION.—Question, Mr. 
Field ; Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour ... uy ot re ee ao Son 
RoyAL Trish ConsTABULARY—LACK OF BARRACK ACCOMMODATION.—Question, 
Mr. Field ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham ... ae — sae ons » ddl 
SOLDIERS IN Dupiin-—LACK OF BARRACK ACCOMMODATION.—Question, Mr. 
Field ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick ison = ot “= ae sas, GON 
PRIVATE SNOWLING, 2nd NorRFoLKS—CAuse oF DEATH.—-Question, Mr. 
Stevenson (Suffolk, Eye); Answer, Mr. Brodrick — ... a ve .. «351 
QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 
BARMALDS IN INDIA AND BurMA.—Question, Mr. Caine (Cornwall, Camborne) ; 
Answer, The Secretary of State for India (Lord George Hamilton, Middlesex, 
Ealing) re sae as 5 sat ae a ‘ia a .. 302 


PHTHISIS IN RAND MINES.—Question, Mr. Caine ; Answer, The Secretary of 
State for the Colonies (Mr. J. Chamberlain, Birmingham, W.) ne san OOo 
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CoLoNiAL CATTLE TRADES.—Question, Mr. Schwann (Manchester, N.) ; Answer, 
The President of the Board of Agriculture (Mr. Hanbury, Preston) 


VACCINATION EXEMPTION CERTIFICATES—CASE OF J. F. BLACK-—Question, Mr. 
Weir (Ross and Cromarty) ; Answer, The Secretary of State for the Home 
Department (Mr. Akers Douglas, Kent, St. Augustine’s) 


ISLAND OF LEWIS SCHOOLS.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, The Lord Advocate 
(Mr. A. Graham Murray, Buteshire) ... 


KENMARE (KERRY) PortT.—Question, Mr. Boland (Kerry, 5.) ; Answer, The 
Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) uve 


COERCION PRISONERS IN TULLAMORE GAOL.——Questions, Mr. Delany (Queen’s 
County, Ossory), Mr. William Redmond (Clare, E.), and Captain Donelan 
(Cork, FE.) ; Answers, Mr. Wyndham... oP an ka 


BeLrast DistURBANCES.—Questions, Mr. Devlin (Kilkenny, N.), Mr. Nannetti 
(Dublin, College Green), and Mr. MacVeagh (Down, 8.) ; Answers, Mr. 
Wvndham sie ar : ys re 


ENGLISH AND RusstAN TRADE WITH PERSIA.—Question, Mr. Gibson Bowles 
(Lynn Regis) ; Answer, The Prime Minister and First Lord of the Treasury 
(Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.)... 


GIBRALTAR DEFENCES.—Question, Mr. Gibson Bowles; Answer, Mr. A. J. 
Balfour ... 


Epucation Bitt—PReEMIER’sS STATEMENT ON CLAUSE 8.-—Questions, Mr. John 
Ellis, (Nottinghamshire, Rusheliffe), and Mr. Brigg (Yorkshire, W. K., 
Keighley ); Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour sie sad m sia 


MarriaL Law ComMission.—Question, Mr. John Ellis; Answer, Mr. A. J. 
Balfour ... ae ag 


THE DARDANELLES.—Question, Mr. Gibson Bowles ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


BUSINESS OF THE Hotsr.—Question, Mr. Flynn (Cork Co., N.) ; Answer, Mr. 
A. J. Balfour re ; ; on ifs ah 


SUMALILAND. — Question, Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling Burghs) ; 
Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


NEW BILL. 


Poor Law Superannuation (Ireland) (No. 2) Bill—*“To provide for 
superannuation allowances to certain loca! officers and servants in Ireland, 
and for contributions towards such allowances by such officers and servants ; 
and to make other relative provisions,” presented by Mr. O'Malley, under 
Standing Order No. 31 ; supported by Sir James Haslett, Mr. Claney, Mr. 
T. W. Russell, Mr. Cogan, Mr. Joyce, and Mr. Harrington ; to be read a 
second time tomorrow, and to be printed. [Bill 298.] 
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Education (England and Wales) Bill. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee). 
[ Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. | 
Mr. Humphreys-Owen (Montgomeryshire)... 
Amendment proposed 


“In page 3. line 6, after ‘ necessary,: insert, ‘moreover all schools 
provided by them shall be conducted in accordance with the following 
regulations as to religious worship and religious instrtiction, namely : 

‘(a) The sehool shall open and close with religicus worship. 
‘(/) Religious instruction, based upon the reading of the 

Bible, shall form part of the regular instruction in the school. 

No person not being a member of the te-ching staff 
employed by the local education authority shall either give religious 
instruction or conduct religious worship in the school, except with 
the permission in writing of the local education authority, and 
under such conditions as the said authority may impose. 

/) No child shall be taken from the school in the hours 
during which the school is open to any other place for religious 
worship or religious instruction.” ” —(.Wr, Wamphreus-Owen.) 


Question proposed, “ That these words be there inserted.” 


Thu P rise Minister and First Lord of the Treasur i] (Mr. A. i: Balfour, 
Manchester, EB.) 7 

Dr. Macnamara (Camber well, N. ).. 

Sir Francis Powell (Wigan) 

Mr. Bryce (Aherdeen, 8.) ... 

Sir Samael IToare (Norwich) - ae 

Mr. Lloyd- (feor Ye (( “ar warvon — 

Mr. Wallace (Perth) ; 

Mr. Tler dy rt Rohe rts ( Denbé one 0. ia” 

Mr. John Ellis ( (Nottinah: tm, pein 

Mr. Alfred Davies (Carmarthen Boroughs) 

Mr. Helme (Lanecushire, Lancaster) 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Ur. Henry Hobhouse (Somersetshire, BE.) ..: 


Amendment proposed- 


X ili 
Pane 


361 


363 
364 
305 
365 
367 
368 


370 


a4 


“In page 3, line 6, to leave out the word ‘subject.’” —(Wr. Henry 


Hobhouse. ) 
Question, proposed, ** That the word * subject’ stand part of the Clause.” 


The Attorney General (Sir Robert Finlay, Inverness Burghs) 
Mr. Brigg (Yorkshire, W.R., Ke ighley) 

Mr. M‘Kenna ( Monmouthshire, N.) 

Mr. Lawson Walton (Leeds, 8.) 
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Sir William Harcourt eiammeauadie = adi ae ae iso Sa 
Sir Robert Finlay ... / aids ~ ee ee 
Mr. Bryee ... ons ia bis sie oe Sas = .. 349 


Question, “That the word ‘subject’ stand part of the Clause,” put and negatived. 


Amendment proposed, after the last Amendment, to insert the words “so long 


as.”—(Mr. Henry Hobhouse). 


Question proposed, “That the words ‘so long as,’ be there inserted.” 


Sir Robert Finlay ... — Rae ees ded sais eats .. 380 
Mr. Lloyd-George ... i ‘i bi «2 30l 
Mr. Ernest Gray ( West Ham, N. y ae inn we _ ... 380 
Mr. Youall (Nottingham, W. ‘ ih tes aad ae — .. «38 
Mr. Lloyd-George ... es are Sis a ea 3 382 
Sir Robert Finlay ... a - is oe ésid de ... 382 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 262 ; Noes, 102. (Division List, No. 400.) 
Mr. Middlemore (Birmingham, N.) oe rT wr - <2 686 
Amendment proposed, after the last Amendment— 
“ To insert the words ‘in their opinion.’ ”—(Mr. Middlemore.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 


Mr, A. J. Balfour... in sine ae ane — " .. B88 
Sir Win. Harcourt .. ror aoa ts dis oa oOo 
Mr. Stuart Wortley ( (Sheffie ld Hallam) ins sa ari Pe 2, wee 
Sir Henry Fowler neteneten, BD «. ih wis a .. ©6394 
Mr. A. J. Balfour.. oi — as secs ... 396 
Sir Joseph Leese (Lancashire, Accrington)... on sks 3 .. 306 
Mr, M‘Kenna , inn aise aes .- 396 
Sir Edward Grey (N orthumberland, Berwick) sed is aa - S07 
Dr. Macnamara ; or ian ... 398 
Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, "Forest of Dean) wei ‘es .. 3 
Mr, Lawson Walton ws , eee wee ... 400 
Mr. Samuel Evans (Glamorganshire, Mid ) ae ane ais + 43 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 137 ; Noes, 263. (Division List, No. 401.) 

Mr. Alfred Hutton (Yorkshire, Wt., Morley)... = nn ii: 
Amendment proposed, after the last Amendment— 


“To insert the words ‘such conditions as may be required by the local 
authority including the following.’ ”—(Vr. Alfred Hutton.) 


(Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 


Mr. 4: J . Balfour aia bit Se ja si ai pres a 410 
Sir Edward Grey ... Ree - ce ae — oe es $1] 
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Sir William Mather aueneeiiees Rossendale) 
Dr. Macnamara 
Mr. Samuel Evans... 


Amendment proposed to the proposed Amendment— 


“After the word ‘conditions,’ to insert the words ‘not relating 
solely to religious instruction.’ ”—(Mr. Samuel Evans.) 


(Question proposed, “That those words be there inserted in the proposed 
Amendment.” 


Mr. A. J. Balfour... 

Mr. Lawson IWValton 

Mr. Lloyd-George ... ue wee van 

Sir James Fergusson (Manchester, NF.) ... 

Mr. A. J. Balfour ... a ree 

Dr. Macnamara os ae ness 

Sir John Gorst (Cambridge University) 

Sir James Joicey (Durham, Chester-le-Street) 

Lord Hugh Cecil (Greenwich) 

Sir William Harcourt ae one rer ani er 

The Secretary of the Board of Bducation (Sir William Anson, Oxford 
University)... : da es ar us: 

Mr. Ellis Griffith (Anglese ”) 

Mr. M‘Kenna i 


Question, “ That those words be there inserted in the proposed Amendment,” 
put, and agreed to. 


Question put, “ That those words, as amended, be there inserted.” 
The Committee divided ; Ayes, 132; Noes, 257. (Division List No. 402.) 


It being after half-past Seven of the clock, the Chairman left the Chair to 
make his Report to the House. 


Committee report Progress ; to sit again Tomorrow. 
EVENING SITTING. 
Expiring Laws Continuance Bill [Second Reading}].—Order read, for 


resuming Adjourned Debate on Question [20th October], * That the Bill be 
now read a second time.” 


Question again proposed. 


Mr. Flynn (Cork, N.) 

Mr. Edinund Robertson (Dundee) 

Sir Albert Rollit (Islington, 8.) 

Mr. 7. M. Healy (Louth, sig 

Mr. x i Balfour ose 

Mr. Fletcher Moulton (Cor nw wall, Launceston) 
Mr. Syduey Burton (Tower Hamlets, Poplar) 
Mr. 7. P. (Connor (Liverpool, Scotland)... 


Question put. 
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The House divided :—Ayes, 176; Noes, 98. (Division List, No, 403.) 


Bill read a second time and committed for to-morrow. 


Patent Law Amendment Bill.— Censidered as amended. 
New Clause :— 


* An invention covered by any patent granted on an application 
to which Section | of this Act applies shall not be deemed to have been 
anticipated by reason only of its publication in a specification deposited 
in the Patent Office, pursuant to an application made not less than fifty 
years before the date of the application for a patent therefor, or of its 
publication in a provisional specification of any date not followed by a 
complete specification.” —(MWr. Culduell.) 


Clause read the first and second time, and added. 


Amendments made, 
Mr, Cawley (Lancashire, Pre stich) a a ; ; 142 


Amendment proposed —- 

“In page 3, line 6, to leave out the words from the word ‘ Trade,’ 
to end ot sub-Section 2, and insert the words ‘may either dismiss 
or allow the petition, or refer it to the Judicial Committee of the 
Privy Council. 

“When the Board of Trade allows a petition, it may order the 
patentee to grant licences, or may revoke the patent, in the same manner 
and on the same conditions as the Judicial Committee is hereinafter 
empowered to make such order or to revoke a patent. 

* Any decision or order of the Board of Trade under this sub- 
Section, other than an order referring a petition, shall be subject to 
appeal to the Judicial Committee, who shall have full power to confirm, 
alter, or reverse the same. 

“When a petition is referred, or taken on appeal to the Judicial 
Committee, the Board of Trade shall make a report to the Judicial 
Committee, setting forth such particulars as it shall think fit, and the 
same shall be forthwith communicated to all parties interested.’ ”— 
(Mr. Cawley.) 


Question proposed, * That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the Bill.” 


Mr. Brigg (York: shire, WL, Keighley)... «ow 444 
The President of the Board of Trade (Mr. Gerald Balfonr Leeds, C uival) = 445 
Mr. ( ‘aldwell ( Lanark: shire, Mid. Dis ‘ wats ‘ an 446 


(Juestion put and agreed to, 


Amendment proposed— 
“To omit sub-Section 2." (Mr. Whitley ) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Bill read the third time and passed 
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Local Authorities (Bills in Parliament) Bill.—(Second Reading.) Order 
for Second Reading read, 


The Secretary to the Local Government Board (Mr. Grant Lawson, 


Yorkshire, V.R., Thirsk) ae ies baa Pe as we 447 


Motion made, and Question proposed—* That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” —(Mr. Grant Lavesen.) 


Mr. Caldwell ee - ae ae eis ee 5 -«. 449 
Sur Albert Rollit. ... oe ad hae al ee } ‘ 150 
Mr. Th nury Hlohhouse (Somersetsh ire, I.) ove . ‘ ‘ t51 
Mr. Courtenny Warner (Staffordshire, Lichfield) 10% sae ... 452 
Mr. Walter Long bts es sy Sa eg og {52 
Question put and agreed to, 
sill read a second time and committed for Monday next. 
Fisheries (Ireland) Bill —Order for Second Reading read. 
The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Wyndham, Dover.) ee .. 453 
Motion made, and question proposed, ‘That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” Debate arising. 
Mr, Power (Waterford, E.) 154 
Mr. Sheehan (Cork U0., Mid.) sae {57 
Mr. Thomas O' Donnell (Kerry, W.) $58 
Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘That the debate be now adjourned.” 
(Mr. Thomas O Donnell.) 
Mr. Joye, Limerick) oe eo , a ‘ssi rr $59 
Question put and agreed to, 
Debate to be resumed upon Thursday. 
Supreme Court Judicature Bill. {Lords.|— Order for Second Reading read. 
Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 
Mr. Caldwell ‘acs aa Pad tas ae mes Bisa ... 460 


Motion made, and Question, “ That the debate be now adjourned ”"—( Mr. 
Caldwell)— put, and agreed to. 


Deate to be resumed tomorrow. 


Mr. SPEAKER, in pursuance of the Order of the House of the 16th October 
adjourned the House without Question put. 


Adjourned at Three Minutes before Twelve o'clock, 


—_—_—_— 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS, WEDNESDAY, 22nNp OCTOBER, 1902. 
The House met at Two of the clock. 
UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Dumbarton Corporation (Further Powers) veneadh Confirmation Bill.— 
Read for the third time, and passed Fe 


PETITIONS. 


CANADIAN CATTLE (IMpoRTATION).— Petitions for the abolition of restrictions : 


from Paddington; Marsden ; Jarrow : Bridlington ; Hartlepool ; Carlisle ; 


Tyldesley ; Guildford ; Leicester (three) ; Great Wigston ; Kirby Muxloe ; 
Cleckheaton ; and Stevenston ; to lie upon the Table 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) BILL.—Petition from Martock, against ; 
to lie upon the Table ... ~ sata : aos 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALEs) Bitt.—Petitions for alteration ; from Coal- 
ville ; Paisley Banbury ; Chipping Norton ; Glasgow ; Kilnhurst ; Camelon ; 
Bonnybridge ; Sittingbourne ; Greenstreet ; Faversham ; Bridgewater ; 
Wensleydale ; Paddington ; Marsden ; Jarrow and Hebburn ; Bridlington ; 
West Hartlepool ; Carlisle ; Guildford; Kirby Muxloe ; Great Wigston ; 
Cleckheaton ; Stevenston ; and Swaftham and Leicester (four) ; to lie upon 
the Table ree oe - 


FEES FOR BURIAL SERVICES IN PAROCHIAL CEMETERIES.— Petition from Ber- 
mondsey, for alteration of Law ; to lie upon the Table 


MARINE INSURANCE BILL.—-Petition from Leith, in favour; to lie upon the 
Table if : 


PREVENTION OF CORRUPTION IN TRADE.—Petitions for legislation : from Coal- 
ville ; Bridgewater ; Faversham ; Paisley ; Godalming ; ; Banbury ; Chipping 
Norton ; Kilnhurst ; Camelon ; Lennoxtown ; Bonnybr idge ; ; Sittingbourne ; 
Teynham ; Marsden; Harrow Road ; Jarrow ; Bridlington ; Hartlepool ; 
Carlisle ; Guildford ; Leicester (three) ; Great Wigston ; Kirby Muxloe ; 
Cleckheaton ; and Stevenston ; to lie upon the Table re 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON SUNDAY BiLL.—Petitions in favour: from 
Deddington ; and Guildford ; to lie upon the Table 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
Crorrers’ HOLDINGS (SCOTLAND) ActTs.—Copy presented, of Report to the 
Secretary for Scotland by the Crofters’ Commission on the social condition 


of the people of Lewis in 1901 [by Command]; to lie upon the Table 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 





INDIA—CLAIMS OF SIRDAR BALVANT RAMCHANDRA NATU.—Question, Mr. Weir 
(Ross and Cromarty); Answer, Lord George Hamilton —... ove 


INDIAN VOLUNTEERS AT THE CORONATION.—Question, Sir lesioned King (Hull, 
Central) ; Answer, Lord George Hamilton re i eae 
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The Attorney-General (Sir Robert Finluy, Inverness Burghs) 


Mr. Mehenna (Monmouthshire, W.) 
Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) 


Question put 

The Committee divided :—Ayes, 140; Noes, 256. (Division List No. 404.) 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR rose in his place, and claimed to move, “ That the 
Question, ‘That the words of the Clause to the word “ school,” in line 
10, inclusive, stand part of the Clause,’ be now put.” 

Question put, “ That the Question, ‘That the words of the Clause to the 
word “ school,” in line 10, inclusive, stand part of the Clause,’ be now 
put. 


The Committee divided :— Ayes, 254; Noes, 143. (Division List No. 105.) 


(Juestion put accordingly, “ That the words of the Clause to the word 
‘school, in line LO, inclusive, stand part of the Clause.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayves, 267: Noes, 135. (Division List No. 406.) 
Mr. Mk mnie ( Vonmouthshive, NV.) 
Amendment proposed 


“In page 3, line 10, after the word ‘school’ to insert the words 
‘and as to all matters relating to the management of the school other 
than the religious instruction given thewein. (Wr. WsAenn.) 


(Juestion proposed, * That those words be there inserted, 


Mr: A. J. Lalfour 5 ice ae ; 

Mr. Merbit Lewis (Flint Boroughs) 

Mr. rye eee _ nes “se 

Mr. 4 {lf ad Tlutton ( York shire ° i £ R.. Mork “/) 
Dr Mocnameara (Camberwell, N.) ... 

Mr. Moss (Denbighshire, BE.) Gas ss 
Mr. Trevelyan (Yorkshire, WLR. Biland) 

Mr. Richards (Finshurn, E.) 

Mr. Samuel Evans... 


Question put. 
The Committee divided : —Ayes, 141 ; Noes, 265. (Division List No. 407,) 
Mr. Whitley (Hulifar) 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 3, line 10, at end, te insert the words ‘shall hold at 
least one meeting in each month excepting August, and shall keep 
proper minutes of their proceedings. "_( Mr. Whitley). 


Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 
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Mr. Ad: Balfour aes 

Mr. Lloyd-George - eee eee 

Mr Charles Hohiouse (bristol, E.)... 

Mr. Bryee... ve 

Mr. A. BY a Balfour apie 

Sir E dward Gri 4 { a es Hane Berwick) 

Mr Ernest Gray (Vest Ham, N & docs “a due 

Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of Dewn)... 

Mr. A. J. Balfour 

Mr. Whitley 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Committee report Progress, to sit again tomorrow. 


EVENING SITTING. 


THe CHAIRMAN OF Ways AND MEANS.—The Clerk at the Table informed the 
House of the unavoidable absence of the Chairman of Ways and Means. 


Agriculture and Technical Instruction (Ireland) (No. 2) Bill |Seconp 
READING |.--Order for Second Reading read. 


Thi Chief Necre tury for Treland (Mr. i yudhan, Dov 3 oe 


Motion made and (Question proposed, * That the Bill be now read a second 
time. — (Vr. Wyndham). 


Mr. Hemphill (Tyrone, .) 
Mr. Flynn (Core Co., AV.) 

Ur. O Dowd (Sliqo, S.) 

Mr. Cullinan ( Tipperary, S.) 
Mr. Hugh Law (Donegal, W.) 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill read a second time, and committed for tomorrow. 
Expiring Laws Continuance Bill. 


Considered in Committee. 

(In the Committee. ) 
| Mr. JerrreYs (Hampshire, N.) in the Chair. ] 
Clause 1 :— 


Mr. Edmund Robertson (Dundee) 
Mr. T. P. OUConnor (Liverpool, Scotland) 


Motion made and Question proposed, ‘That Clause 1 stand part of the 


Bill.” 


Mr. Edmund Robertson 
Mr. T. P. O'Connor vas 
Sir Alhert Rollit. (Islington, S.) 
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Amendment proposed— 


‘In page 4, to leave out lines 30 and 31.°--(Mr. Flynn.) 
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(uestion proposed, “ That lines 30 and 31 stand part of the Schedule.” 


Mr. Wyndham eke ay =~ sad < oP _— s-. BAO 
Mr. 7. P. OConnor ne oe ney ee aa Sea: eee 
Mr. T. M. ge aa N. ) si aaa is at, ae 3 ORE 
Mr. Hugh Law eS ye <r . " ao «3 O88 
Mr. Mae Veagh (Down, S)- ae ee si ve sb se «=OO 


Mr. WYNDHAM rose in his place and claimed to move, ** That the Question 
be now put.” 


Question put, “ That the Question be now put.” 

The Committee divided :—Ayes, 162 ; Noes, 76. (Division List No. 409.) 
Question put accordingly, “ That lines 30 and 31 stand part of the Schedule.” 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 160; Noes, 75. (Division List No. £10.) 
Mr. A. J. Batrour claimed, “That this be the Schedule to the Bill.” 
(Juestion put, “ That this be the Schedule to the Bill.” 

The Committee divided : Ayes, 158; Noes, 74. (Division List No. 411.) 


It being after midnight, and objection being taken to further proceedings, 
the Chairman left the Chair to make his Report to the House. 


Committee report Progress ; to sit again tomorrow. 


Mr. SPEAKER, in pursuance of the Order of the House of the 16th October, 
adjourned the House without Question put. 


Adjourned at half after Twelve o'clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS: THURSDAY, 23rd OCTOBER, 1902. 
The House met at Two of the Clock. 


A QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE.—Question, Mr. Swift MacNeil (Donegal, S$.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Speaker... oad pai ae ‘i i: ... 589 
NEW WRIT. 


New Writ for the County of York, North Riding (Cleveland Division), in 
the room of Alfred Edward Pease, Esquire (Manor of Northstead). 
(Mr. Herbert Gladstone)... ma pak nae rs . =590 


UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
Great NortHERN RatLway Company v. THe LONDON County CowuNCcIL. 
Petition of Mr. R. Hill Dane, solicitor for the Great Northern Railway 
Company, praying for leave for the proper ofticer to attend at an Arbitration 


and produce documents. 


Leave given to the proper officer to attend accordingly.—(.Vr. Cauldwell) 590 
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“In page 3, line 10, at end, insert ‘and if the managers fail to 
carry out such directions the local education authority shall have 
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Question put, “ That the Question be now put.” 


The Committee divided: Ayes, 250; Noes, 125. (Division List No. 412.) 
(Question, “That those words be there inserted,” 


agreed to. 


put accordingly and 


Sir Francis Pour /] (Wigan) ee my Hoe ia ae 55 66] 
Ameudment proposed 
“In page 3, line 10, at end, to insert the words, * But no such 
directions shall be such as to interfere with reasonable facilities for 


instruction in religious subjects.’ “—(Sir Franeis Powell.) 


(Juestion proposed, * That those words be there inserted.” 


Sir William Anson Re a ere on ae ~ ... G62 
Mr. Bryee ... Sats ee ia re cae : .. 663 
Sir I "iiam Baronet 4 P ob ae ain ; : 665 
Mr. Charles Hobhouse (Bris fol, By ios ye aig ps ... 664 
Dr. Macnameara eae ee aa ae oe er oor ... 664 
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Lord Hugh Cecil (Greenwich) S ae oF ee pte .. 665 


Question put and negatived. 
Dr. Marcnamura ... sis eae es vx qd $5 ... 665 
Amendiment proposed 
“Tn page 3, line 10, after the word ‘ school,’ to insert the words 
‘and shall, on all occasions when the school premises have been used 
for purposes over which the local education authority has no control, 
see that the school premises are immediately re-adapted to the educa- 
tional purposes for which the local education authority requires them.’ ” 
—(Dir. Macnamara.) 
Question proposed, “ That those words he there inserted.” 
Mr. A. J, Balfour ... a bes ss ise eis ae .. 666 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. Alfred Tlutton ans adel eae re nat naa ... 668 
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Amendment proposed — 


* After the last Amendment, to insert the words, ‘and if the 
managers fail to carry out such directions, the local education authority 
shall have power to declare such managers in default and to appoint 
new managers.’ ”—(Mr. Alfred Hutton.) 


(Question proposed, “That those words be there inserted.” 


Nir Rohert I Wnluy .. 

Lord Edmund Fitzmourice Vr i/ts hive, Crieklude). 
Sir William Harcourt , 

Mr. Ernest Gray ( West ae N. ) 

Mr. A. J. Bulfour.. 


Amendment proposed to the proposed Amendment— 


* To leave out all the words after the word ‘ shall’ and insert the 
words ‘in addition to their other powers have the power themselves to 
earry out the direction in question as if they were the managers.’ ” 


(Ur. A. J. Balfour.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the proposed Amendment.” 


Mr. Lloyd-George  ... 
Mir. Henry Hobhouse ( Somen rsets hire, a * 
Dr. Macnamara 

Sip William Harcourt ia ak 

Mr. Spear (Devonshiv, Tavistock.) 

Mr. Whitley (Hlulifu. ) 

Mr. A, J, Balto 

Mr. Mt Kenna 

Mr. Corrie Grant ... 

Mr. Ernest Gray *... 


Question put, * That the words proposed to be left out stand part of the 
proposed Amendment.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 126; Noes, 249. (Division List No. 413.) 


Mr. A. J. BALFouR rose in’ place, and claimed to move, “That the 
Question be now put :’— 


Question put, “ That the Question ‘That those words be there inserted” 1 
now put.” 


The Committee divided :—Avyes, 251; Noes, 110. (Division List No. 414.) 
Question put accordingly, and agreed to. 
Words, as amended, inserted. 


It being after half-past Seven of clock, the Chairman left the Chair to 
make his Report to the House. 


Committee report Progress: to sit again this evening. 


Pine 


O68 
669 
670 
670 


673 


O74 
677 
677 
O78 
O78 
674 
679 
680 
680 
680 





Page TABLE OF CONTENTS. Ixy 
Ort. 23.) Page 
EVENING SITTING. 
DISTURBANCE ON BELFAST Custom Hovusk Sreps—MOorion For ADJOURNMENT. 
Mr. Devlin (Kilk: uni, N.) on ‘Ne secs ahs ie saan «=O 
Motion made and Question proposed, “That this House do now adjourn.” — 
(Mr. Devlin.) 
668 ; 
669 Mr. Sloan (Del fast, NS.) ae ae ae Pee be : .. 692 
670 The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) ad .s. 695 
670 Mr. MueVeagh (Down, S.) i 697 
673 ; : ; - 
Mr. A. J. BALFour rose in his place, and claimed to move, “That the 
Question be now put.” 
Question put, “That the Question be now put.” 
The House divided :—Ayes, 188; Noes, 121. (Division List No. 415.) 
Question put accordingly. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 98; Noes, 200. (Division List No. 416.) 
674 7 
O07 Education (England and Wales) Bill. 
O77 
678 Considered in Committee : 
O78 
679 (In the Committee.) 
679 
6x0 (Mr. J. W. Lowruer (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. | 
680 
GRO Clause & :— 
Amendment proposed 
“Tn page 3, line 11, to leave out the words ‘have power to,’ and 
insert the word ‘ periodically.’”—(Mr. Levy.) 
(Question proposed, “That the words proposed to he left out stand part ot 
the Clause.” 
Sir William Ansoi : : srk : 107 
Mr. Bryce se nae ve ; , 4 707 
Sir John Gorst aac ei : ; 707 
Mr. Lough (Islington, W.) ie ue TOS 
Mr. Henry Hobhouse : can ee - 709 
Mr. M‘Kenna ns oe i ae : 709 
Lord Edmund Fitzmaurice mr ae Bs = #0 
Sir William Anson a6 *t tea ‘is id ee .. 710 
Mr. Samuel Evans (Glamorqanshire, Mid) 710 
Mr. Bryn Rolerts (Carnarvonshire, Eifion) 711 
Mr. George White (Norfolk, N.W.) 711 
Mr. A, J. Balfour re sg On 743 
Mr. Fletcher Moulton (Cornwall, Lawneeston) 712 
Col. Pilkington (Lancaster, Newton.) 712 
Mr. Sydney Buxton ; 714 
VOL. CXIII. [FouRTH SERIES. | ’ 














Ixvi TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
Oct. 24. | Page 


Question put. 


Committee divided :—Ayes, 198; Noes, 88. (Division List No. 417.) 
Dr Maenumara ‘ RP ae és ~e i tee se «| OD 
Mr. Trevelyan (York: shire, Wilt, Eland.) Sie a gay ne | 


Amendment proposed 


‘In page 3, line 12, after the word ‘school,’ to insert ‘any 
member of that authority, or of the Education Committee, shall have 
the same liberty to enter and inspect the school as any manager.’ ”— 
(Mr. Trevelyan, ) 


Question proposed, “That those words be there inserted.” 


Sir Rohert Finlay oon _— er aad a ror wos, ER 
Vir. Si JUS ph. 1. Pouse (EB Sser, Saffron Wald n) seta ae mins re T17 
Mr. Lloyd-George... ht hes ~— sé ees 
Myr. M'Keuna cos ar ase oes “a! eee 719 
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Mr. Moss... a a9 sid Sais se hee Le ee 
Mr. Bryve ... 

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 

Committee report Progress. 

To sit again Tomorrow. 

Agricultural and Technical Instruction (Ireland) (No. 2) Bill. 

Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee. ) 

Clause 1 

Committee report Progress. 

To sit again Tomorrow. 

Mr. SPEAKER, in pursuance of the Order of the House of the 16th 
October, xdjourned the House without Question put sin «bas 


Adjourned at five minutes after Twelve o'clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS: FRIDAY, 24th OCTOBER, 1902, 


The House met at Twelve of the Clock. 
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PROCLAIMED MEETING AT RostrEvor.—Question, Mr. Sloan (Belfast, 8.) : 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham ie 


2ND SEAFORTH HIGHLANDERS.—Question, Mr. Bignold (Wicks ait Answer, 
Mr. Brodrick 


Education (England and Wales) Bill. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee. ) 


iMr. J. W. Lowther (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. | 


Mr. Bryee (Aberdeen, S.) 
Amendment proposed 


“In page 3, line 12, after the word ‘school,’ to insert the words 
‘and to receive, inquire into, and deal with any complaints addressed 
to them regarding infractions of Section 7 of The Elementary Education 
Act, 1870." —(Mr. Bryce.) 


(Jnestion proposed, * That those words be there inserted.” 


The Prime Minister and First Lord dias Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, 
Manchester, E.) Bae 

Ar. Lloyd- George (Caurmervou Boroughs) . 

Mr. 2 Wired Hutton (Yorkshire, WR., Mor le y) 

Nie Henry Fowler (i ‘ulverhampton, ‘ 

The Attorney General (Sir Robert F — Fewevnen SS Burahs) 

Six Willian Harcourt (Monmouthshire, W.) 

Sir John Dorington (G ‘loucestershire, Tewkesbury) 

Mr. MsKenne (Monmouthshire, N.) 

Mr. Neely (L incoln) : 25 

Mr. Edmund Pohertson (Dundee) 

Mr. Blacl (Banfis hire) 

Siz Lobert Finlay... 

Mr. Vorall ( Nottingham, W. 

Sie W. Mert-Duke (Went, Dietford) 

Su Henry Fowler... 

Mr. a WY Duswton (Tower Bawls is, Poplar) 

Nir Jose ph Leese (Laue vashire, Accrington) 

Mr. iene (Di kin Tavistock)... 

Mr. Brigg (Yorkshire, WR. Ke ighley) 

Mr. Soares (Dy roushire, Barnstaple) 

Dr. Voeenomara (Camberur /], : ae 


Amendment proposed to the proposed Amendment — 
‘To leave out the words ‘deal with,’ and insert the words ‘ re- 
present to the Board of Education.’ ”—(Dr. Macnamara.) 


Question proposed, “That the words proposed to be left out stand part 
of the proposed Amendment.” 


Mr. Lloyd-George 
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Mr. A. J. BAL¥our rose in his place, and claimed to move, “That the 
Question be now put.” 


Question put, “ That the Question be now put.” 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 168; Noes, 79. (Division List No. £12.) 


(Question, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of the pro 
posed Amendment,” put accordingly, and agreed to. 


(Question put, * That the proposed words be there inserted.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 86; Noes, 171. (Division List No. 419.) 


Sir William Harcourt a Kee ee bn oe he son Poe 
The Secretary to the Board of Education (Six Willivm Auson, Oxford 
University). e sis ra aa con Se = $00 
Sir Robert Finlay ... ee “ re 796 
Sir William Harcourt 756 


Amendment proposed— 


‘In page 3, line 12, after the word ‘school,’ to insert the words 
‘and their inspectors shall present yearly to the Education Depart 
ment their reports as to the state and etticiency of the schools. (Nt) 


William Harcourt.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.’ 


Mr, A. J, Balfour ... ae ane a me TOS 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 

Mr. Bryce ... ea a in ae eek Ga j oo 

Mr, Lloyd-Geory ie da 759) 

Mr. Herbert Robertson (Hackney, » S. ) sos re saie 759) 


Amendment proposed— 


In page 3, line 12, to leave out from the word ‘school, to end of 
line 13.” —(Mr. Herbert Robertson.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words * and the accounts’ stand part of the 
Clause.” 


Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean) TH0 
The President of the Local Govzrnment Board (Mr. Walter Long h Bri istul, S.) 762 
Sir Henry Fowler ... ‘ ; om -. 463 
Sir William Harcourt 3 sé 166 
Mr. Henry Hobhouse (Somersets shire, Bpisss re sas ee ve 164 
Mr. Edmund Robertson... ; tye aes ad a 160 
Mr, Lloyd-George ... es on es ae ass ies 167 


Mr. A. J. BALFouR rose in his place, and moved * That the Question be 
now put.” 


Question put, “ That the Question be now put.” 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 203 ; Noes, 90. (Division List No. +20.) 
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Question put accordingly, “That the words proposed to be left out stand 
part of the Clause.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 88 ; Noes, 205. (Division List No. 421.) 


Mr. A. J. BALFoUR claimed to move, “ That the Question, ‘That the first 
word “The,” in line 14, stand part of the Clause,’ be now put.” 


Question put, “ That the Question, ‘That the tirst word “The,” in line 14, 
stand part of the Clause,’ be now put.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 199 ; Noes, 82. (Division List No. 422.) 


Question put accordingly, “ That the first word ‘The,’ in line 14, stand part 
of the Clause.” 


The Committee divided ;: ~Ayes, 200 ; Noes, 81. (Division List No. 423.) 
Mr. bryce... eile si ede rer ak bai sini io’ O00 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That the Chairman do report 
Progress, and ask leave to sit again.” —(Mr. Bryec.) 


Mr. A. J. Balfour.. — rem = se 400 
Sir H. Campbell- Bannerman n (Stirting Burghe) - one be re 1) 

Mr. Lloyd-George rw re = fies ace «OS 
Mr. Elivot (Durham) vas se ee ae — me <«. to 
Sir Williuom Harcourt F oi wei Ses _ ite iow ae 
Mir, Bruest Gray (West Ham, Hh oe wha cei ess bee os | OOS 


Question put and agreed to. 
Committee report Progress. 
To sit again upon Monday next. 
Agricultural and Technical Instruction (Ireland) (No. 2) Bill. 


Considered in Committee, and reported, without Amendment ; to be read 
the third time upon Tuesday next vai we a jes ico 


Mr. SPEAKER, in pursuance of the Order of the House of the 16th October, 
adjourned the House without Question put. 


Adjourned at twenty-eight minutes before Six o'clock till Monday 
next. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS, MONDAY, 27rH OCTOBER, 1902. 





The House met at Two of the Clock. 


IMPRISONMENT OF A MEMBER.—Mr. SPEAKER informed the House that he had 
received a letter relating to the imprisonment of a Member 


=I 
io 2 
Li) 


UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Water Provisional Order Bill.—Read a second time, and committed as 10 
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Wick Burgh Extension Order Gamematien Bill.—Read a second tons 
to be considered Tomorrow _... sath é sai 791 


London United Electric Railways Bill. 
Mr. Perks (Lincolnshire, Louth)... - sid — sd » @91 
PETITIONS. 
CANADIAN CarrLe (IMvortation).—Petitions for abolition of restrictions : 
from Stainland ; Sowerby Bridge ; Hebden Bridge (two); Boldon ; Halt- 


whistle ; Wainstalls ; Midgley ; and Blaenavon ; to lie upon the Table ... 791 


EpucATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) Biii.—Petitions against: from Tod- 
morden ; Hebden Bridge; Leicester ; and Stewarton; to lie upon the 


Table... sas ne. re is = ve ne a a 
733 EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND Waces) Biti.—Petition for alteration: from 
‘ Stainland; Hebden Bridge (two); Haltwhistle; Wainstalls; Midgley ; 
3oldon ; and Blaenavon ; to lie upon the Table ans a Pe re 
IMPERIAL DEFENCE SCHEME.- Petition from Baildon, for adoption ; to lie wpon 
re the Table eae aa mae ra an se wee mp ee fe 
(Ovo 
785 , , —— ; , 
786 OLD AGE PENSION SCHEME.— Petition from Baildon, for adoption ; to lie upon 
787 ‘able 792 
787 the Table ss iden we an — “me a fe oo 
787 , iia é , 
78x PLUMBERS’ REGISTRATION BiLL.—Petition from Leamington, in favour ; to lie 


upon the Table ... ap ate ae se ie os as oa Oe 


PREVENTION OF CORRUPTION IN ‘TRADE.-—Petitions for legislatiun ; from Stain- 
land ; Sowerby Bridge; Hebden Bridge (two); Haltwhistle ; Boldon : 
Blaenavon ; Wainstalls ; and Midgley ; to lie upon the Table nh os. hoe 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ET. 


INEBRIATES’ REGULATIONS. —Copy presented, of Regulations made by the 
Secretary of State for the Home Department by virtue of Section 20 of the 

788 Inebriates Act, 1898, for carrying into effect the provisions of Section 5 of 

the Licensing Act, 1902, 1 respecting the detention of Inebriates committed 

to Retreats [by Act] ; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 361.| 792 


COLONIAL CONFERENCE, 1902.—Copy presented, of Conference between the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies and the Prime Ministers of the Self- 
governing Colonies, June—August, 1902 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table... nee Bes ie ay es eee a “ae 1. «6.792 


COLONIAL Reports (ANNUAL).- rig presented, of Colonial Keports, No. 369 
(Hong Kong, Annual Report for 1901) ors Command]: to lie upon the 
Table... si me on ae 3 tn 


Paper laid upon the Table by the Clerk of the House. 


we 
T 
co 


Inquiry into Charities (County of Montgomery), further Return relative 
thereto [ordered 14th eee 1900; Mr. ‘Grant Lawson]; to be 


9] printed. [No. 362.) ot ; He sei aie . 493 
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IRELAND—ADMINISTRATION OF THE CriIMES ActT—Mortion ror ADJOURN- 
MENT.—Mr. WILLIAM O'BRIEN, Member for Cork City, rose in his place, 
and asked leave to move the Adjournment of the House for the purpose of 
discussing a definite matter of urgent public importance, viz., “the pro- 
clamation, under the provisions of the Criminal Law and Proc edure (Lreland) 
Act, of the City of Dublin and of nine Irish counties since the rising of the 
House in August, and the danger to the public peace arising from the harsh 
and partisan administration of that Act ;” but the pleasure of the House 
not having been signified, Mr. Speaker called on those Members who sup- 
ported the Motion to rise in their places, and not less than forty Members 
having accordingly risen : 


The Motion stood over, under Standing Order No. 17, until the 
Evening Sitting, this day 


Education (England and Wales) Bili. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
(Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. } 
Clause & :— 
Mr, Joseph A. Pease (Esser, Safiron Walden) 
Amendment proposed— 


“In page 3, line 14, to leave out the words ‘consent to the.’” 


(Mr. Joseph wl. Pease.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the Clause.” 


The Prime Minister and First Lord of the duidaasaid (Mr. A. J. Balfour, 
Manchester, E.) 

Mr. Bryce (Aberdeen, iS.) 

Mr. Emmott (Oldham) ds 

Mr. Middlemore (Birmingham, ta ‘ - 

Sir William Mather (Lancashire, Rosse nduli ) 

Sir John Gorst (Cambridy: University) : 

Sir H. Camphell-Bannerman (Stirling Burgis) 

Mr. Lloyd Morgan (Carmarthenshire, W.) 

Mr. Kemp (Lancashire, Heywood) .. ‘ 

Sir Willwin Harcourt ( Monmouthshire, WV”) 

Mr. A, i Balfour 

Mr, Asquith Ove | 4 ee ans ns bx, 

Lord Alwyn C ‘ompton (Ledjordshire, Biggle swale) 

Mr. M‘Kenna (Monmouthshire, N.) sid we 

Mr. Edwards (Radnor) . 

Sir Brampton Gurdon (Norfolk, N. ) 

Mr. Labouchere (Northampton) 

Mr. Lloyd-George (Carnarvon Boroughs) 

Dr. Macnamara (Camberwell, N.) 

Mr. Lucas (Portsmouth) 
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The ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir Ropert FiIntay, Inverness Burghs) rose in 
his place, and claimed to move, “That the Question be now put.” 


Question put, “ That the Question be now put.” 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 250; Noes, 119. (Division List No. 424.) 


Question put accordingly, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand 
part of the Clause.” 


The Committee divided :—-Ayes, 245; Noes, 125. (Division List No. 425.) 


Mr. Edmund Robertson (Dundee) ... sig ure ses ame ... 883 
Mr. Lloyd Mor an (¢ ‘urmarthenshire, W ) se ree aay ... 884 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 3, line 15, after the word ‘the,’ to insert the word 
‘dismissal or.” —(VWr Lloyd Morgan.) 


L 


Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 


Mr. A. ® i Balfour Sam pes pak “ace ‘ : R&D 
Dr. — AMAT nde sa ar or ape F re — || 
Mr. A. J. Balfour er sa bite es eal aa ie 
Mr. Sel Brans (Glamor ganshire, Mid. ) ee RAN 
The Seeretary to the Board of Education (Sir Win, Anson, 0, ford U; nave} sity) R89 
Mr. Broadhurst (Le icester).. ae me se .. =6BRI 
Mr. Fletcher Moulton (Cor anil eee ston) Bee a o: .. &90 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Committee report Progress ; to sit again this evening. 
EVENING SITTING. 
IRELAND —ADMINISTRATION OF THE CRIMES Act -—MOTION FoR ADJOURNMENT, 


Mr. William O Brien (Cork) ; . , a. OZ 
Captain Donelun (Cork Co., E.) eact ja ae vee ime one 900 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That this House do now adjourn.” 
—(Mr. W “illiam O Brien.) 


Mr. T. P. O'Connor (Live rpool, Scotland) ... oo Pe ia <0 2S 
Mr. Tully (Leitrim, 8.) _ .. se i. Sa 
The Chief Secretary for Ireland (. Ur. I} ryndham, Dover) be ... 914 
Sir H, Camphell-Bannerman (Stirling Burghs) ... ae oe ao See 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 121 ; Noes, 215, (Division List No. 426.) 


Mr. SPEAKER, in pursuance of the Order of the House of the 16th October, 
adjourned the House without Question put. 


Adjourned at ten minutes after ‘Twelve o'clock. 
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ALTERATIONS OF THE PRAYER Book.— Question, Mr. Charles M’Arthur 
(Liverpool, Exchange) ; Answer, Mr. Akers Douglas 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


SoutTH AFRICA—CONCENTRATION CAMPS—Cost OF MAINTENANCE SINCE THE 
War.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, The Secretary of State for the Colonies 
(Mr. J. Chamberlain, Birmingham, W.) 


SoutH AFRICAN SETTLEMENT-—TAXATION OF THE NEW COLONIES.— Question, 
Mr. Claude Hay (Shoreditch, Hoxton) ; The Prime Minister and First Lord 
of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) 


Born GENERALS AT CAMBRIDGE.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, The Secretary 
of State for the Home Department (Mr. Ritehie, Croydon)... 


Minirarky OFFENDERS IN Civil: Prisons.— Question, Mr, Claude Hay ; Answer, 
The Secretary of State for War (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) 


WooLWIcH ARSENAL FoibMin’s PiNsioNs. — Questions, Sir J. Fortescue 
Flannery (Yorkshire, W.R., Shipley); Answers, Mr. Brodrick _... nr 
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SOMALILAND OPERATIONS.—Questions, Mr. Herbert Roberts (Denbighshire, W.), 


and Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis); Answers, The Under oitthane of 
State for Foreign Affairs (L. ord Cranborne, Rochester) : aon 946 


CANADIAN PosTAGE RATES.—Question, Sir John Leng (Dundee) ; Answer, The 
Postmaster General (Mr. Austen Chamberlain, Worcestershire, Ii.) 948 


Hone Kone Caste RaAtes.~—-Question, Sir Edward Sassoon, (Hythe) ; Answer, 
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Extra Ponice AT BoyLe AND CASTLEREA.-—Question, Mr. Tully; Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham ... es és - - 3s ... 950 
Education (England and Wales) Bill. 
Considered in the Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
“Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. | 
Clause 8 :+-— 
Mr. Alfred TTutton (Yorkshire, wk. Morley) - ‘nies sak we Oe 
Amendinent proposed 
‘In page 5, line 15, after the word ‘teachers’ insert the words 
by the managers. 
Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 
Sir William Harcourt (Monmouthshire, W.) sis ben oa -.. 952 
The Prime Minister and First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. Ps P 3 balfour, 
Manchester, E. ) , F a «os. 952 
Mr. Bryce (Aberdeen, 8.) . 953 
Mr. Lloyd- George (Carnarvon n Boroughs) 953 
Mr. Humphreys Owen (Montgomeryshire) 954 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 
‘In page 3, line 15, to leave out from the word ‘teachers,’ to the 
end of line 16.”—(Mr. Levy.) 
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Question proposed, “ That the words ‘ but that consent shall not be’ stand 
part of the Clause.” 


Mr. A. J. Balfour ... 

Sir William Harcourt 

Sir Joseph Leese (Lancashire, Accrington) 
Mr. Bryce 

The Attorney General (Sir “Robert Finlay, Inverness » Bury 
Mr. Edmund Robertson (Dundee) ... 

Mr. Samuel Evans (Glaumorganshire, Mid.) 
Mr. John Ellis (Nottinghamshire, Rushcliffe) 
Mr. Bryce ... dss set oes és 
Mr. A. J. Balfour ... 

Sir William Harcourt 

Sir John CGorst (Cambridge Univer reity) .. 
Mr. Edmund Robertson 

Mr. Lloyd-George ine sae — 
Sir Robert George ... aes sn — 
Mr, Lloyd-George ... 

Mr. M‘Kenna ( Monmouthshire, N. ) 


Question put. 

The Committee divided :—Ayes, 193; Noes, 102. (Division List No. 427.) 
A. J. Balfour ... 

Amendment proposed— 


“In page 3, line 16, at the end, to insert the words ‘and the 
consent of the authority shall also be required to the dismissal of a 
teacher unless the dismissal be on grounds connected with the giving 
of religious instruction in the schools.’ ”°—(Mr. A. J. Balfour.) 


Question proposed, ‘ That those words be there inserted.” 
Mr. Samuel Evans ... 
Amendment proposed to the proposed Amendment 


“To leave out all the words after the word ‘ teacher,’ and insert 
the words ‘but such consent shall not be withheld if the dismissal be 
on grounds connected with the giving of religious instruction in the 
school.” —(Mr. Samuel Evans.) 


Question proposed, “That the words ‘ unless the dismissal be on grounds’ 
stand part of the proposed Amendment.” 
Sir Robert Finlay ... 
Mr. Bryce 
Mr. Yoxall.. 
Mr. Courte nay Warner (Staffordshire, Lichfie ld) .. 
Mr. Soares (Devonshire, barnstaple) : sh 
Mr. Samuel Evans... we me mn sae one 


Question put. 
The Committee divided:—Ayes, 200 ; Noes. 102. (Division List No, 428.) 
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Mr, Herbert Lewis ... oe ~ eta ot vr ieee vee O75 


Amendment proposed to the proposed Amendment - 


“To leave out ‘connected with,’ in order to insert ‘directly related 
to. "—(Mr. Herbert Lewis.) 


(Question proposed, “ That the words ‘connected with’ stand part of the 
proposed Amendment.” 


Sir Robert Finlay... ‘ as ane ake Kas ea os | S5 

Mr. Bryce ... i ies i on se ed oo ..« 946 
Amendment to the proposed Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Original question again proposed. 

Mr. Samuel Evans... ies i oe cas , 976 

Sir Robert Finlay ... ae ith re si ore Hei - | SG 
Question put and agreed to, words inserted. 

Mr. Henry Hobhouse (Sumersetshire, B.) 5. bie de - < Se 
Amendment proposed, after the last Amendment 

“To insert the words, ‘ provided that, notwithstanding anything 
in the trust deed of a school not provided by the local education 
authority, assistant teachers and pupil teachers may be appointed, if it 
is thought fit, without reference to religious creed or denomination.’ “— 

CVUr. Te wry Hobhouse.) 
Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 
The Secretary of the Board of Education (Sir William Anson, Oxford 

University)... vr i bias a9 eda aes os SH 

Amendment amended— 

“By leaving out the words ‘notwithstanding anything in the 
trust deed of a school not provided by the local education authority.’ ” 
—(Sir William Anson.) 

Question proposed, “ That those words as amended, be there inserted.” 
Mr. Samuel Evans ne ‘ich + _ it Pe .. 981 
Amendment proposed to the proposed Amendment, as amended 

“To leave out the word ‘may,’ and insert the word shall. ”—(1/r. 
Sumuel Evans.) 

Question proposed “That the word ‘may’ stand part of the proposed 
Amendment.” 
Mr. A. J. Balfour... aa iste waa .. 98) 


Mr. Trevelyan (Yorkshire, WR. Eland) 0. eee nee 983 
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Mr. Henry Hobhouse 984 
Mr. Whitley (Halifax) 984 
Lord Hugh Cecil (Greenwich) 985 
Mr. Lloyd Georye 5 a QR5 
Sir Robert Finlay .. 987 
Sir Edward Grey ( Veitinadeitond Berwick) 988 
Sir Francis Powell (Vigan) Ox 
Mr. Bryce OXY 
Sir John Gorst GOO 
Mr. M‘ Kenna ie Gg? 
Mr. Abel Thomas (€ ‘armarthenshire, E. . 993 
Mr, Brigg (Yorkshire, W R., Kvighlen) 94 

(Question proposed, 

The Committee divided :— Ayes, 246 ; Noes, 125. (Division List No. 429.) 

Words, as amended, inserted. 
Dr. Macnamera (Camberwell, N.).. 997 


Amendment proposed, after the last Amendment— 


* To insert the words, ‘ Provided also that it shall not be lawful 
for any body of managers to make a condition of appointment in 
the case of any teacher that the said teacher shail undertake to per- 
form or to abstain from performing any duties outside the ordinary 
school hours or uneonnected with the ordinary work of the school,’ 
(Dr. Macnamara.) 


(Juestion proposed, * That those words be there inserted.” 





Mr. A. J. Balfour 1001 
Mr. Ellis Griffith (Angles. 1) 1002 
Mr. Yowall ( he ttinyham, W.) = Pee 1002 
Lord Edmund Fitzmaurice (Wilts hive, (rickladc) 1003 
Nir Robert Finlay 1004 
Mr. Asquith (Fife, E.) 1004 
Mr. Duke (Plymouth) Bae L005 
Sir Juines Joicey (Durham, Che ster: le Strert) 1006 
Mr. Pog maa Johnston (Nisseu ‘ Hor shui) 1006 
Si Hurt - (Kent, Dertford) L007 
Sir Ve, (lors L007 
Mr. Hump hire ys- Cesen 1008 
Sir William Anson 1008 
Mr. Lloyd-George ... es 1008 
Mr. Bousfield (Lact ney, N.) eee 1009 
Mr. Loyan (Leicestershire, Harhorongh) LOLA 
Mr. Samuel Evans... : a 1010 
Dr. Macnamare LOO 


Question put. 


Committee divided :— Ayes. 119: Noes, 246. (Division List No. 


It being after half-past Seven of the Clock, the Chairman proceeded to 
interrupt: ‘the proceedings of the Committee. 
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Whereupon Mr. BALFOUuR rose in his place, and claimed to move, “ That the 
Question ‘ That the words of the Clause to the word “school,” in line 
17, inclusive, stand part of the Clause,’ be now put.” 


Question put, ‘That the question ‘That the words of the Clause to the 
word “school,” in line 17, inclusive, stand part of the Clause,’ be now 
put.” 


The Committee divided :-——Ayes, 242 ; Noes, 109. (Division List No. 431.) 


Question put accordingly, “That the words of the Clause to the word 
‘school,’ in line 17, inclusive, stand part of the Clause.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 232 ; Noes, 106. (Division List No. 432.) 
Whereupon the Chairman left the Chair to make his Report to the House. 
Committee report Progress ; to sit again this evening. 
EVENING SITTING. 
Education [England and Wales] Bill. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
[| Mr. J. W. LowrHer (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. ] 
Clause & :-— 
Sir William Anson sie gal oo toy Bhs a2 ... 102] 
Amendment proposed— 
“In page 3, line 17, after the word ‘school,’ to insert the words 
‘shall provide the school-house free of any charge, except for the 
teacher's dwelling-house if any, to the local education authority for use 
as a public elementary school, and? °—(Sir Willian Anson.) 
Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 


Mr. Sydney Buaton "ne is oe sts iio ve ses RODS 
Mr. Humphreys-Owen in sn id wii ans dd wo, EO 


+ Le 


Amendment proposed to the proposed Amendment— 
“ After the word ‘ school-house’ to insert the words ‘ together with 
all buildings and all other hereditaments usually vecupied or enjoyed 
therewith.’ ”— (Mr. Humphreys-Owen.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words stand part of the proposed Amend- 


ment.” 
Nir William Anson sal S45 79 sia ata a «ss. 2O26 
Sir James Rankin (Herefordshire, Leominster)... a i <2 DO2E 


Sir William Harcourt ‘it pow noe jas ro sada --» 1027 





Oct. 


TABLE OF CONTENTS. Ixxxv 
Oct. 28.] Page 
1g¢ 
Sir fiobert Finlay ... bio ons ite ini a = .-- 1028 
Dr. Macnamara... ike nae obi oa ve a ... 1050 
Sir Francis Powell... ants a we a iis see os OZ 
Str William Harcourt ose oe sb ie oh teh ... 1033 
Mr. Whitley ais is or aie hi hie ae ... 1034 
Amendment proposed to the proposed Amendment— 
“To leave out the words ‘except for the teacher's dwelling-house, 
if any.’ ”—(Mr. Whitley.) 
Question proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the proposed Amendment.” 
Mr. Cripps (Lancashire, an ane ae bas a .. 1035 
Mr. M’ Kenna : ee wb — — oe ... 1035 
Mr. Henry Hobhouse = aes se ton a om ... 1036 
Mr. Perks (Lincolnshire, Louth) ... se oy ae Sa ... 1056 
Col. Pilkington (Lancashire, Newton) on a ree a «-- 3037 
Mr. Boyee ... sisi My a sha oe sie es sae DUBE 
Sir Jumes Rankin ... ssi nea nee ae ye ... 1038 
Mr. Humphreys-Owen we od ne a ed ao .. 1058 
Sir Henry Fowler ... oe — hie ee Bors ee .-« 1089 
Mr. J. W. Wilson (Worcestershire, N.) ... om ivi - ..- 1039 
Mr. Yorall ... oo pie od — ete sh ste .- 1039 
Mr Lloyd-George ice Sag pie .. 1040 
Sir Robert Finlay ... 1041 
Question put. 
The Committee divided :—-Ayes, 217; Noes, 111. (Division List. No. 433.) 
2) Dr Macnamara . 1045 
Amendment proposed to the proposed Amendment— 
“In line 2, after the word ‘free’ to insert the words ‘for all 
educational purposes.’ ”——(Dr. Muenamuru.) 
(Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted in the proposed 
Amendment.” 
= Mr. A. J. Balfour... a a ‘6 sa om vs ... 1047 
- Sir William Mather (Laneashire, Rossendale)... Sate se ... 1048 
Mr. Whitley a ts wise one a re se ... 1048 
Lord ~~ Cecil... ea er dai ah ve bes -»- 1049 
Mr. A. J. Balfour.. — ae ... 1050 
Sir ( ~dhe Dilke (@ Youce stershire, Forest ov Dea) i sh ... L051] 
Lord Edmund Fitzmaurice ia 7 Pee ae ... LOD] 
Mr. Pike Pease saith _ one _— ee se --- L052 
Mr, Whitley... ale ree ie oe aa Pe bse 1053 
Mr. A. J. Balfour... io et rm oe bes oie ... L053 
»f Amendment to the proposed Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
- 
~~! 
27 Amendment proposed to the proposed Amendment-— 
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+ After the word ‘ school,’ to insert the words ‘ and also for other 
educational purposes if the local education authority have no other 
suitable accommodation in providing schools, but not more often than 
three days a week.’ ”—-(Vr. A. J. Balfour,) 


Question proposed “ That those words be there inserted in the proposed 
Amendment.” 


Mr. Bryce . : . Pe 355 ss $s ... LUD 
Mr. Samuel Erans.. . ’ wr - ei . 1054 
Mr. A. J. Balfour ai Sei eas st oie . .-- 1054 


Question put, and agreed to. 
Amendment, as amended, agreed to. 
Mr. Loyd (Berkshire, Abingdon)... $0 et ber - wae RODS 
Amendment proposed 
“In page 3, line 17, after the words ‘out of, to insert the words 
‘subscriptions, donations, income from endowment, or other.’” 
(Mr. A. WK. Loyd.) 
Question proposed, * That those words be there inserted.” 
Sir Chas. Lille : ; +i - ; ‘ .. 1056 


Committee report Progress : to sit again To-morrow. 


Agriculture and Technical Instruction (Ireland) (No. 2) Bill. lead 
the third time, and passed. 


Mr. SPEAKER, in pursuance of the Order of the House of the 16th October, 
adjourned the House without Questien put. 


Adjourned at two minutes after Twelve o clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS, WEDNESDAY, 297TH OCTOBER, 1902. 
The House met at Two of the Clock. 
UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
Wick Burgh Extension Order Confirmation Bill. lead the third time, 





and passed one L057 
“PETITIONS. 
CANADIAN CATTLE (IMPORTATION).—Petitions for abolition of restrictions : from 
Norwich ; Leicester; White Coppice.;.Diss ; and Arbroath: to lie upon 
the ‘Table £34 tas ei ” : 1057 
Epvcation (ENGLAND AND WALES) BiLt.—Petitions against: from Hartle- 
pools ; Reading ; Suffolk : and Hanwell: to lie upon the Table... ws 105% 
DUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) Bint. —Petitions for alteration : from Nor- 
wich ; Leicester ; Arbroath ; Diss ; and White Coppice ; to lie upon the 
Table ~ he - x: 1057 
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EpuCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) BILL.—Petitions in favour: from Edge 
Hill; St. Helens (two) ; Liverpool ; Sheffield ; and Kirkdale ; to lie upon 
the Table a oe ai sas = = aa a .. 1057 


PREVENTION OF CORRUPTION IN TRADE. —Petitions for legislation : from Nor- 
wich ; Leicester ; Diss; White Coppice; and Arbroath; to lie upon the 
Table... ae ea iss as ss teh is “ .» 1057 


VACCINATION BiLt.—Petition from Croydon, in favour ; to lie upon the table... 1057 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC, 


LuocAL RECORDS COMMITTEE.-—Copy presented, of Appendices to the Report of 
the Committee appointed to inquire as to the existing arrangements for 
the collection and custody of Local Records, and as to further measures 
which it may be advisable to take for the purpose [By enieiaiic to lie 
upon the Table .... as nea ee oid van w+ 1057 

NAVAL Prize Monry.—Copy presented, of Return showing the Unclaimed 
Shares of all Prize Money, Slave and Pirate Bounties, Salvage Awards, 
Parliamentary Grants, War Gratuities, and other Monies distributed by the 
Admiralty from the Ist day of January, 1855, to the 31st day of March, 

1902 | by Command]; to lie upon the Table ... ih “i ast .» 1057 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


CIVIL SERVANTS’ SUPERANNUATION CoMMISSION.—Question, Mr. Schwann 
(Manchester, N.); Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour eta ie a: sao SORE 


INWIAN LAND Revenceé ~ DEFAULT STatistics.—Question, Mr. Weir (Ross and 
Cromarty) ; Answer, Lord George Hamilton we xia oe ... 1059 


INDIA-—-LAND UNDER CULTIVATION.--Question, Mr, Weir; Answer, Lord 


George Hamilton 1059 
POSTMEN -DisMIssALs: WaAGEs.—Question, Mr. Lough (Islington, W.) ; 

Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain — ... it se ‘ea ae ... 1059 
CLONES Post Orrice.—Question, Dr. Thompson (Monaghan, N.); Answer, 

Mr. Austen Chamberlain a Ay ie “ oy ne ... 1060 
InISH TRAVELLING Post Orrices——Risk ALLOWANCES.——Question, Mr. Nan- 

netti (Dublin, College Green) ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain ... .-» 1060 
RUssiA AND AFGHANISTAN.—Question, Mr. Moon (St. Pancras, N.); Answer, 

Lord Cranborne ee ms . .-- 106] 
EDUCATION BILL—DEFINITION OF “SECULAR ”—Question, Mr. Corrie Grant 

(Warwickshire, Rugby) ; Answer, Sir Robert Finlay oy Sa ... LO] 
ELEMENTARY SCHOOL TEACHER'S ANNUrry ACCOUNTS.— Question, Mr, Caldwell 

(Lancashire, Mid.) ; Answer, Mr. Hayes Fisher ee aaa oes .-. 1062 
CLONMEL LAND APpPEALS.-—-Question, Mr. Condon (Tipperary, E.) ; Answer, 
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(Juestion, Mr. MacVeagh (Down, 8.) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham ©... ... 1063 
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Answer, Lord Stanley .. ion , Ss 

TiME-EXPIRED MEN.—Question, Major Rasch ; Answer, Lord Stanley... 


Carpe GuARDAFUI LIGHTHOUSE.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, The Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (Lord Cranborne, Rochester) 


PENRHYN QUARRY DISPUTE. Mr. David Thomas (Merthyr Tydvil) ; 
Answer, The President of the B oard of Trade (Mr. Gerald Balfour, Leeds, 
Central) ... - a aie ae ree ae Ses ey 





Hours OF RAILWAY SERVANTS. en Captain Norton ei ti W. )s 
Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour... wie i on ‘ ase 


CoTTaRs IN THE ISLAND OF LEWIs.—Question, Mr. Weir ; Answer, The Lord 
Advocate (Mr. A. Graham Murray, Buteshire) . és 


Crorts IN Ross-SHIRE AND THE ISLAND oF LEwts-—Question, Mr. Weir ; 
Answer, Mr. A. Graham Murray ~ ae ; 

EDUCATION BILL—DENOMINATIONAL SCHOOL TEACHERS’ APPOINTMENTS. 
Question, Mr. Herbert Lewis (Flint Boroughs); Answer, ‘The Secretary 
to the Board of Education (Sir Wm. Anson, Oxford University) 

SUGGESTED GOVERNMENT INSTRUCTIONS TO RESIDENT MAGISTRATES.— 
Question, Mr. Tully (Leitrim, S.); Answer, The Chief Secretary for 
Ireland (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) ‘ me ios om oe = 


Sworps BorouGH Scuoor—CasE oF MICHAEL “pte amie Mr. 
Macartney (Leitrim, S.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham ... 


Trish Ram Wway FAaciiities.—Question, Mr. Tully ; Answer, Mr. Wredhen... 


TREATMENT OF CrimMES AcT PriIsONERS.—Question, Mr. Tully ; Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham . Ken = ae Hid “8 ate sea 


LABOURERS (IRELAND) AcT — SKIBBEREEN APPLICATIONS. — Question, Mr. 
Tully ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham re ins se oa eae 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION—Mnk. TULLY. 
Mr, Tully ... ons _ wh wi iia eos 
BUSINESS OF THE HousE.—Question, Sir William Harcourt (Monmouthshire, 
W.) ; Answer, The Prime Minster and First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. 
J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) ex ia sh ie ae 
Education (England and Wales) Bill. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee). 
[Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair}. 
Clause 8— 


Another Amendment proposed— 
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“Tn page 3, line 17, after the words ‘out of, to insert the words 
baer donations, income from endowment, or other.” —(.1/r. 


al. k. Loyd.) 


Question again proposed, “* That those words be there inserted.” 


Lord Edinund Fitzmaurice (Wiltshire, Cricklude)... me .- ... LOSO 
The Prime Minister and First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. , es Balfour, 
Manchester, E.) - 43 — se at ... 1083 
Mr. Edmund Bohertson (Ditnder sng ie Sad oba ... 1085 
Mr. Leurence Hardy (Kent, Ashford) fai Ae oe ... 1085 
Sir Charles Dilky (Gloucesters shire, Forest of Bean) oe? se ... LOSG 
Mr. Bryer (Aberdeen, S.) ... - Seas wi — ... 1087 
Mr. (riffith Boscawen (Kent, Tunliridge) . wie een ae <b ... LOST 
Mr. AE Kenna ( Monmouthshire, N.) sac — ai sia ... LOSY 
Mr. A. J. Buljonn baat = ace ... 1089 
Mr. Humphreys: Ovoe: no Montgomeryshire .. _ ad Ks ... LOS9 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Amendment proposed 


‘In page 3, line 18, to leave out the word * them, and insert the 
words * foundation managers.’ ”—(Vr. Whitley.) 


(Juestion proposed, “ That the word ‘them’ stand part of the Clause.” 


The Attorney General (Sir Robert Finley, Tnverness Buraqhs) sei ... LOYD 
Dr. Moenamara (Comberwell, N.) one Sea - has .. 109] 
Vir. Lery (Leivester: shire, Loughborough) ue oo eae - vers 109] 
Mr. Charles Morley ( Brecknock) —... ie = ia Sie .-» 1092 
Dr. Muenamara— ... wis sla aie rv aaa aod ses, LOZ 
Mr. Sydney Burton (Tower Homlets, Poplur) uats ahs 14 eo» 1083 
Mr, Lhoyd-George (Carnarvon Boroughs... ae we sie soo L098 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Sir Edward Strachey GSamver'se f, E.) 
Amendment proposed 


‘In page 3, line 18, after the word *then,” to insert the words 
‘insure against fire and. “—(Sir Edward Strachey.) 
Question proposed, “* That those words be there inserted.” 


Nir Rohert Finlay es jan er i Ty j 1094 
Mr. Courtenay Warner (Stafiordsh shire, Lich fir Id).. — one ..« FOSS 


Question put, and negatived. 
Mr. Herbert Rolvrts (Derbyshire, W.) —_ et wma eae .-- 1095 
Amendment proposed 


“In page 3, line 18, after the word ‘them,’ to insert the words 
‘discharge all liabilities incurred in connection with the school existing 
at the passing of the Act. °--(1Ir. Herbert Roberts.) 
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(Juestion proposed, “‘ That those words be there inserted.”-—(.VMr. Her/ert 
Rol its.) 


The Secretary to the Board of Educution, (Sir Wiltum Auson, Orford 


University) —... ee ae aie ae sik ye ... 1096 
Mr. Edinund Lobhertson fing — aa ae = a as L007 
Sir Wiiliem Harcourt ee are ee Nee re a ... 1097 
Mr. Pym (Bed ford) ro wv son Ens ce ... 1098 
Mr. Alfred Hutton (York: shire, WR., Morley) ; a ‘ .. 1098 
Mr. Lloyd (eorge ... A ay a2 Bt «a ROSS 


Question put. 
The Committee divided. Ayes, 113; Noes, 197. (Division List No. 434.) 

Mr. Whitley se OF ar, a 
Amendment proposed 


‘In page 3, line 18, after the word ‘them,’ to insert the words 
‘pay the caretaker.” —-(.V/r. Whitley). 


(Question proposed, “That those words be there inserted.” 


Uy. As dF. Balfour ct nee er ane eas ane ae ; 1105 
Vre Ws Keune S ha ss na! Rae ape ae we«. LEDS 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Vr. Lloyd Vorqgan (Cormartheushire, W.) ne ee he waa ELOS 
Amendment proposed— 


‘In page 3, line 18, after the word’ ‘house, to insert the words 
‘and all its educational appliances.’ st Lloy! Jorgen.) 


Question proposed, * That those words be there inserted.” 


Mi Lloyd-George : x ae oa Se 
Mr. Syd Y Burton . a“ bas ° . ... L105 
Nir heoln rt Finliy ces erg ae P er ; ae | 106 
Mr Tr celyon ( Yorkshire, W.2?.. EVund) ose oe os . ] LOT 
Sir Johu Dorington (CHoucestershire, Terckeshury)... i : owe EOE 
Sir Robert Finlay... z a ar nay vee ene 1108 
Mr. VE “ry Hohhouss , ee é6 ... 1108 
Mr. Wallace (Perth) wt a ae 1108 
. Nir Rolw rt Finlay .. , ah : 55 ‘ 1109 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
ir John Dorington oe ; ss nas ok ioe +s 11 LO 
Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page a. line Ls, after the word ‘ good, to insert the word 
* structural. — (Sir John Dorington.) 


(Juestion proposed, * That the word ‘structural’ be there inserted. 
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Sir Robert Finlay ... aos S0RO 
Sir Charles Dilke a> LEW 
Sir William Harcourt - son 
Sir Jumes Fergusson (Manche ster, N. E. . L111 
Dr. Maenamuaru ; sos SUED 
Mr. James Hope (Shefield, Brightside) oe SETS 
Sir Brampton Gurdon ( (Norfolk N.) . lil4 
Lord Hugh Cecil (Greenwich) wad » EE 
Mr. = White Rtdley (Stalybridge) , eee 1115 
Mr. F. Lawrence (Liverpool, Aberer omby) sos SEND 
Mr. foo (Islington, N.) — ier ... LEM 
Mr. Soares (Devonshire, Barnstaple) vs» BEES 
Mr. Cripps (Laneushire, er ons ME 
Sir Robert Finlay ... ag .. LIL 
Mr. Talbot (Oxford ¢ ‘niversity) a . IIs 
Mr. Chis. MM Arthur (Liverpool, BE echunye) ie SEED 
Mr. Youall (Nottinghuin, ee as » BI20 
Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 35; Noes, 337. (Division List No. 435.) 
Dy Maenamara ‘ + BEZS 
Mr Corrie Grant ui “urwiek shire, Rugby) . 1123 
Amendment proposed— 
“In page 3, line 18, after the word ‘repair,’ to insert the words 
‘to the satisfaction of.”—(Mr. Corrie Grunt.) 
Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 
Str Robert Finlay ... ““e - 1134 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Mr Herbert Roberts sis oer por sibs = bbe 1125 
Amendment proposed— 
“In page 3, line 20, to leave out the word ‘reasonably :’”—(.J/r. 
Herbert Roberts.) 
(Juestion proposed, “ That the word ‘reasonably’ stand part of the Clause.” 
Sir William Harcourt ee es a 20 wi eer wba 1125 
Sir Robert Finlay ... ie oe tie — Sets a iv 1127 
Mr. Herbert Lewis.. 7 a soa — sa vee vee 1127 
Mr. Sydney Buxton 112% 
Mr. Lawson Walton (Leeds, Ss). 1128 
Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 247; Noes, 121. (Division List No. 436.) 
Mr. Alfred Hutton » 1131 


Amendment proposed 
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“In page 3, line 20, after the word ‘authority,’ to insert the words 
‘and if the managers are unable or unwilling to carry out these require- 
ments, or fail to carry them out with due despatch, the local education 
authority shall have the right themselves to make such repairs, alter- 
ations, and improvements as are sanctioned by the Board of Education, 
and any school thereafter maintained in such buildings shall be held to 
be a school provided by that authority.””—(Mr. Alfred Iutton.) 


(Juestion proposed, “That those words be there inserted ” 





Mr. A. mS Balfour « a2 
Mr. Samuel Evans (Glamorgunshire, Mid) . £133 
Sir John Gorst (C fambr dye Univer sity) , ESS 
Mr. Lloyd-George ... . 1134 
Mr, A. J. Balfour . 1135 
Mr. Bryce .. 1136 
Mr. Lawson I ‘alton . 1137 
Mr. Samuel Evans . 1138 
Question put. 
The Committee divic , 101; Noes, 241. (Division List No. 437.) 
It heing after half-past Seven of the Clock, the Chairman left the Chair to 
make his Report to the House. 
Committee report Pregress; to sit again this evening. 
EVENING SITTING. 
UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
Piccadilly, City, and North-East London Railways Bill |Lords) (hy 
Order). 
Mr, Ashton (Bedfordshire, Luton.) Per oe ea ita coo) ES 
Motion made and Question proposed—‘ That the Piccadilly, City, and 
North-East London Railways Bill [Lords] be re-committed to the 
former Committee.”"—(J/r. Ashton.) 
Mr. Claude Hay (Shoreditch, Horton) ails Rs ne piss soe BEAD 
Sir J. Dickson-Poynder (Wiltshire, Chippenham) ... ae er sax BRO 
Mr. Perks (Lincolnshire, Louth)... er aes ee sia « BROS 
The Chairman of Committees (Mr. J. W. Lowther, Cumberland, Penrith) 1154 
Mr. Bousfield (Haciney, N.) are oe ate be: ous RROD 
Sir Levis M ver (Edinhurgh, W - oats oe A ve oa, EDD 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn 
Education (England and Wales) Bill. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee). 


(Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, Penrith), in the Chair. | 
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Clause 8. 


Mr. Whitley nis sol = wide = ad ax cow NDR 
Amendment proposed— 


“In page 3, line 20, at end, insert, ‘(¢) The local education 
authority shall have the right of removing any manager, who, at any 
time other than that allocated in the time-table of the school for 
religious instruction, shall question or instruct the scholars on any 
matter of religious doctrine or observance. ~—(\r. IM hatlen). 


(Juestion proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 

Mr. A. J. Balfour... at ae a ae 3 -.. LISS 
(Juestion put, and negatived. 

Dr, Mucnamare ne ws wa ‘ . ... 1160 
Amendment proposed 


“In page 3, line 20, at the end, to insert the words ‘ the managers 
of a school not provided by the local edneation authority in respect of 
the use by them of the school furniture out of school hours, and the 
local education authority in respect of the use by them of any room in 
the school out of school hours, shall be liable to make good any damage 
caused to the furniture or the room, as the case may be, by reason of 
that use other damage arising from fair wear and tear, and the 
managers shall take care that after the use of a room in the school by 
them, the room is left in a proper condition for school purposes.’ “— 
(Dr. Muenameara). 


Question proposed, * That those words be there inserted.” 


M. WUsKenna bes 7 det 7 hs si sid avo ENGI 
Mr. Lough... cen see cee teens wee DIGI 
Mr. A. J. Balfour... cn snus sts nese nee DIGI 
Mr. Lloyd-Geory ein ene oes «ew ee wae ar a L162 


Amendment proposed to the proposed Amendment 


* To leave out from the first word ‘authority’ to the end of the 
proposed Amendment, and insert the words ‘if they make use of any 
room in the school-house out of school-hours, shall be liable, if required, 
to make a reasonable payment to the local education authority in 
respect of wear and tear of, or damage to, any school furniture 
belonging to the local education authority resulting from that use, and 
shall take care that after any such use the room is left in a proper 


condition for school purposes. ”_—( Mr. Lloyd (reorge). 

; : I) 
Question proposed, “That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 

the proposed Amendment ” 

Sir Roly it Finkey eae exe eee nae eos eee se ose 1164 

Mr. Bryce re ue ses nae as iia ea ss EDUO C. 

Mr. Samuel EBrans a ee ae i ok ~ ... L166 


alr. Py eve eee eee re ace oss yew ee ie L167 
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Mr. A. J. BAaLrour rose in his place, and claimed to move, “ That the 
Question be now put.” 


Question put, “That the Question, ‘That the words proposed to be left out 
stand part of the proposed Amendment’ be now put.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 193 ; Noes, 71. (Division List No. 432.) 


Question put accordingly, * That the words proposed to be left out stand 
part of the proposed Amendment.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 198 ; Noes, 68. (Division List No, 439.) 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR claimed to move, “That the Question ‘That the pro- 
posed words be there inserted’ be now put.” 


Question put accordingly, “That the proposed words be there inserted.” 
The Committee divided :—-Ayves, 194; Noes, 65. (Division List No. 440.) 
It being after Midnight, the Chairman proceeded to interrupt the Business. 


Mr. A. J. BALrour claimed to move, “That the Question ‘ That the 
words of the Clause from the first word “The,” in line 21, to the 
word “managers,” in line 24, both inclusive, stand part of the Clause, 
be now put.” 


Question put, ‘ That the Question ‘That the words of the Clause from the 
first word © The,” in line 21, to the word “ managers,” in Hine 24, both 
inclusive, stand part of the Clause,’ be now put.” 


The Committee divided : Ayes, 191 ; Noes, 64. (Division List 441.) 


(Juestion, “That the words of the Clause from the first word ‘The? in 
live 21, to the word ‘managers,’ in line 24, both inclusive, stand part 
of the Clause,” put accordingly, and negatived, 

The Chairman left the Chair to make his Report to the House, 


Committee report progress ; to sit again tomorrow. 


Mr. SPEAKER, in pursuance of the Order of the House of the 16th October, 
adjourned the House without Question put. 


Adjourned at twenty minutes after Twelve o'clock 


HOUSE OF COMMONS: THURSDAY, 307TH OCTOBER, 1902. 
The House met at Two of the Clock. 
IMPRISONMENT OF A MEMBER.—-Mr. SPEAKER informed the House that he had 
received a letter relating to the Imprisonment of a Member oak «« S084 
PETITIONS, 
CANADIAN CATTLE (IMPORTATION).—Petitions for abolition of restriction : from 


Bristol; Halstead; Braintree: Maldon; and Witham; to lic upon the 


Table 118] 
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Cuuipt.—Petition from Cawnpore, for the release of Chhidi, a convict ; to lie 
upon the Table ... 


Epucation (ENGLAND AND WALES) BiL_.—Petitions against : from Liddling- 
ton; Houghton Conquest ; Fivehead ; and Bridgwater (four); to lie upon 
the Table * ae mee 


EpUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) Brit.—Petitions for alteration: from 
Braintree ; Witham; Halstead; Maldon ; and Bristol; to lie upon the 
Table... we ni ia : 


EpucaTion (ENGLAND AND WALES) BiLu.—Petitions in favour: from Liver- 
pool ; and St. Helens ; to lie upon the Table 


JAMMADAS, JOSHI.—Petition of the widow of Joshi Jammadas, for the redress 
of grievances ; to lie upon the Table ... 


Koosast.—Petitions of aan ites son of Koosaji, for redress of grievance ; to lie 
upon the Table .. en - a ian si i 

PADAYACHL VEERABADRA. —Petition of Veerabadra Padayachi, for inquiry into 
his case ; to lie upon the Table ‘ 353 sla ~ ; 

PARLIAMENTARY FRANCHISE (EXTENSION TO WoMEN) BILL.—Petition from 

North Brierly, in favour ; to lie wpon the Table 





PREVENTION OF CorRUPTION IN TRADE.—Petitions for legislation; from 
Bristol; Witham: Halstead: Braintree; and Maldon; to lie upon the 
Table 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


SUPERANNUATION.—Copy ordered, “of Treasury Minute, dated the 24th day of 
June, 1902, as to the pension to be awarded to Mr. G. R. Price, Registrar 
in the Chancery Division of the Supreme Court of Judicature, Ireland, on 
his retirement.’—(M/r. Huyes Fisher) ... sae oe aes sie 


LocaL Recorps CoMMITTEE.—Copy presented, of Report of the Committee 
appointed to inquire as to the existing arrangements for the collection and 
custody of local records, and as to further measures which it may be advisable 
to take for the purpose [by Command]; to lie upon the Table 


Boarp oF EpucaTion.—Copy presented, of statement under administrative 
counties and county boroughs of public elementary schools which have 
received building grants, showing in each case the amount of such building 
grants, and the amount subscribed by the promoters at the time (so far as 
records exist) ; also, in the case of schools which have been transferred to the 
School Board or closed, the year of transfer or closure, with explanatory 
memorandum and appendix {by Command]; to lie upon the Table 


Boarp OF Epucation.—Copy presented, of precedents of trust deeds settled for 
Church of England Schools, British Schools, Established Church of Scotland 
Schools, Wesleyan Schools, Free Church (Scotland) Schools, Roman Catholic 
Schools, Jewish Schools, Episcopal Church (Scotland) Schools, and Unde- 
nominational Schools referred to in the Revised Code of 1870 [by nani : 
to lie upon the Table ... sani ike a 


Suips COMMISSIONED (CHATHAM, PORTSMOUTH, AND DEvONPORT).—Return 
presented relative thereto, [ordered 24 July; Mr. Reginald Lucas]; to lie 
upon the Table ; and to be printed [No. 36: 3] es ws se si 
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QUESTIONS AND ANSIVERS CIRCULATED IVITH THE VOTES. 
INDIA—SPECIAL IRRIGATION GRANTS.—Question, Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty) ; 


Answer, Lord George Hamilton aS a re tes F 3 2x09 


CuiNA OPERATIONS, 1900--SALE OF SURPLUS STORES OF RtuM.— Question, Mr. 
Caine (Cornwall, Camborne) ; Answer, Lord Georze Hamilton Suk eve. 


Army MepicaL Corps ix INptA—PAy.—Question, Dr. Thompson (Monaghan, 
N.); Answer, Lord George Hamilton... £, ~ Is ; os EER 


ProposeD FisuinG Harsour Ar SworpLe, Lewis. - Question, Mr. Weir: 
Answer, Mr. Graham Murray . . ~ ee si oe re me 


EVENING CONTINUATION CLASSES GRANTS.-—Question, Sir Mark Stewart (irk 
cudbrightshire) ; Answer, Mr. Graham Murray es ate Fe ... 1184 

EMPLOYMENT IN GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS OF DISCHARGED SOLDIERS AND 
SAILORS. —Question, Sir Howard Vincent (Shettield, Central); Answer, Mr. 


Haves Fisher... hace nom ee . ge noe bie wo DEGD 


EpucaTioN =BinL—ScnooL TEACHERS’ SUPERANNUATION. -—Question, Major 
Rasch (Essex, Chelmsford); Answer, Sir William Anson — . ee wv 1185 


NATIONAL SOCIETY'S SCHOOLS.—Question, Sir Henry Fowler (Wolverhampton, 
I.) :; Answer, Sir Robert Finlay . 1L1&6 


Busuky Park.—Question, Mr. Labouchere (Northampton); Answer, Mr. 
Ailwyn Fellowes oa ae = ' . 1186 
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KILMALLOCK =(Liwerick) LABOURERS’ CoTraGes SCHEME.—Question, Mr. 


Lundon (Limerick, E.); Answer, Mr. Wyndhiam — ... we ae sow, SBE 
EMPLOYMENT OF DISCHARGED SOLDIERS.—Question, Sir Howard Vincent ; 
Answer, Mr. Brodrick ... De ee a Sy is s o LGB 


CONTRACTS FOR CANTEENS.—Question, Mr. Mount (Berkshire, Newbury) ; 
Answer, Mr. Brodrick ... or ae 7” 7 vo Se 


VOLUNTEER AND MILITIA) STATISTICS.—-Question, Mr. Winston Churchill 
(Oldham); Answer, Mr. Brodrick we : as bs Son ... 1189 


SouTH ArricA—OvutTFIT ALLOWANCES TO) MILITIA) Orricknks.-—Question, 
Major Rasch ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick... és ‘és es a .» 1189 


WUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


SETTLEMENT OF SOUTH AFRICA.—Question, Sir Gilbert: Parker (Gravesend) ; 
Answer, The Prime Minister and First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. 
Balfour, Manchester, E.) oe es 4 ms oe ee ... 1189 


SOMALILAND. —Question, Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis); Answer, The 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (Lord Cranborne, Rochester) 1196 


RoyAL NAVAL RESERVE.—Question, Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty); Answer, 
The Secretary to the Admiralty (Mr. Arnold-Forster, Belfast, W.) ..« $ESS 
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Cruisers TO Cope WITH ForEIGN ARMOURED CoMMERCE DESTROYERS.— 

Questions, Captain Norton (Newington, W.), Sir Wm. Allan (Gateshead), 

and Mr, Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) ; Answers, Mr. Arnold-Forster ... 1190 
GERMAN LOcOMOTIVES FOR INDIAN RAILWAys.—Questions, Colonel Denny 

(Kilmarnock Burghs), and Sir William Allan ; Answers, The Secretary of 

State for India (Lord George Hamilton, Middlesex, Ealing)... ee one DEO 
CuristTiIANIA FISHERY CONFERENCE.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, Lord 

Cranborne ate 1199 
HonG Kong CABLE.Question, Sir Edward Sassoon (Hythe); Answer, The 

Postmaster General (Mr. Austen Chamberlain, Worcestershire, E.) ve EES 
BoER GENERALS AT CAMBRIDGE. Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, The Secretary 

of State for the Home Department (Mr. Akers Donglas, Kent, St. Augus- 

tine’s) nee ~ re eas s28 Ae 1193 
VENTILATION OF THE Housk or ComMons.—Question, Mr. Wylie (Dum- 

hartonshire) ;: Answer, Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes (Hunts, Ramsey) ©... 1194 
Dust Custom Hovse.—Question, Mr. Sloan (Belfast, S.); Answer, The 

Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) ... 1194 
Crimes Act PRISONERS IN SLIGO GAOL,—Question, Mr. Tully (Leitrim, S.) ; 

Answer, Mr. Wyndham i i ie 1195 
RoyaL Parriotic CoMMIsston.-Question, Mr. Kearley (Devonport) ; Answer, 

Mr. A. J. Balfour = i25 oe, sip i Hy ic ... 1196 
VoLUNTARY ScHooL Trust DEEDS RETURN.—Questions, Mr. Edmund Robert- 

son (Dundee), Sir Henry Fowler (Wolverhampton, E.); Answers, Mr. 

A. a. Balfour : 1196 
3USINESS OF THE Hovuse.-—Question, Mr. Brvee (Aberdeen, S.): Answer, 

Mr. A. J. Balfour ws se = wis Sija “i $i caer UES 
Education (England and Wales) Bill. 

Considered in Committee. 

(In the Committee.) 
| Mr. J. W. LowrHer (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. | 
Mr. Trevelyan (Yorkshire, W.R., Elland) xi told Bas ... 1198 


Amendment proposed—. 


“Tn page 3, after the words last inserted, to insert the words, 
‘(f) The managers of the school shall allow any room in the school to 
he used, at any time when the school is not being used for public 
education, for any meeting held in connection with a political, muni- 
cipal, or local election ; and if, by reason of such use of the room, any 
expenditure is incurred by the managers, or any damage is done to 
the room, or to any furniture or apparatus in the room, such expense 
or damage shall be reimbursed to the managers by the persons by 
whom, or on whose behalf, the meeting was convened.’ ”—(Mr. 
Trevelyan.) 
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Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted,” 


Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean) 

The Prime Minister and First Lord of the licighii (a Ur. A. J. Balfour, 
Manchester, E.) 

Sir He nry Fowler (I ‘alverhampton, S.) 

Mr. Lloyd- George (Curnarron Boroughs)... 

Sir Francis Powell (Wigun) ee ee 

Mr. Sydney Buston (Tower Hamlets, Poplar) 

Mr. He MY Hobhouse (Somersetshire, EB.) ... 

Sir Edward Grey (Northumberland, Beruick) 

Mr. James Hope (Sheffield, ness 

Mr. Nisse y (Pontesract) 

Mr. A. J. Balfour... 

Mr. Bryce . eee eee eee 

Mr. Courtne TT] W arner r (Stuffindshire, Lichfield) 


Mr. A. J. BALFoUR rose in his place, and claimed to move, “That the 
Question be nuw put.” 


Question put, “ That the Question, ‘That those words be there inserted,’ be 
now put.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 187; Noes, 85, (Division List, No, 442.) 
Question put accordingly. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 91; Noes, 189. (Division List, No. 443.) 


Mr. A. J. BALrour claimed to move, “ That the Question, ‘That the 
word “Tf” in line 25, stand part of the Clause’ be now put.” 


Question put, * That the Question ‘That the word “If,” in line 25, stand 
part of the Clause’ be now put.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 211 ; Noes, 86. (Division List, No. 444.) 

Question put accordingly. 

The Committce divided :—Ayes, 218 ; Noes, 90. (Division List No. 445.) 
Mr. Bryce 

Amendment proposed 


“In page 3, line 25, to leave out the words from the word ‘If,’ to 
the end of line 29, and insert the words ‘the managers of any school 
fail to comply with the above conditions no assistance from the rates or 
the Parliamentary grant shall be given to such school.’ ”’—-(Mr. Bryce.) 


Question proposed, “That the words ‘any question,’ stand part of the 
Clause.” 


The Attorney General (Sir Robert Finlay, Inverness Buryhs) 
Mr. Lambert (Devonshire, South Molton) 

Mr. Ernest Gray (Vest Ham, N.) 

Mr, Broadhurst (Leiceste si 

Mr. Sydue y Buston 
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Mr. Samuel Evans Sco aaa Mid.) an as sts w. £3Sa 

Mr. Yorall (Nottingham, IV. i 

Mr. Beckett (Yorkshire \.R., ere 4) 1 

Sir Edward Grey ] 

Sir John Corst (¢ ‘tambridye v niversity) . a 24 re 
Sir Charles Dilke ... ei bie bee es its ee « 224 

Sir Robert Finlay ... ais hs _ a . wel 

Sir Walter Fost r (Derhysh ire, [lh ston) | 

Mr. Br yy ( York: shire J I] ee Ke ighle 4) l 

ty Butcher ( Yor), ) ‘ ag ] 

Maenamara (Co milierenlll ] 


Mr. A. J. BALrour rose in his place and claimed to move, “ That the 
Question be now put.” 


Question put, “ That the Question ‘That the words “any question ” stand 
part of the Clause’ be now put.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 239; Noes, 100. (Division List No. 446.) 
» Question put accordingly. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 243; Noes, 102. (Division List No. 447.) 


Mr. A. J. Batroun claimed to move, “That the Question ‘That the words 
of the Clause from the word “arises,” in line 25, to the word * grant,” 
in line 29, both inclusive, stand part of the Clause’ be now put.” 


Question put, “ That the Question ‘That the words of the Clause from the 
word ‘“‘arises,” in line 25, to the word “grant,” in line 29, both 
inclusive, stand part of the Clause’ be now put.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 232; Noes, 100. (Division List No. 448.) 
Question put accordingly. 
The Committee divided :—Avyes, 232; Noes, 98. (Division List No. 449.) 


Committee report Progress ; to sit again this evening. 


EVENING SITTING. 
Education (England and Wales) Bill. 

Considered in Committee. 

(In the Committee.) 
| Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. ] 
Clause & :— 

Sir Edward Grey ... ae vies at wat i ig ss FSGS 
Amendment proposed— 


“In page 3, line 29, after the word ‘grant,’ to insert the words 
‘and in the event of failure on the part of the managers to comply 
with any of the conditions of this section, the local education 
authority shall have power, subject to fair compensation to the owners, 
to aequire or rent the building and treat it as a school provided by 
them.’ —Sir Edward Grey. 
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Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 


Mr. A. J. Balfour ae ae ae = we ... 1265 
Mr. Lawson Walton (Leeds, oe ee re en a we B268 
Mr. Cripps, (Lancashire, Stretford) 1271 
Mr. Edmund Robertson ie i 127] 
Mr. Lloyd-Ceorye 1272 
Mr. Courtenuy Warner 1275 


Question proposed. 
Committee divided :—Ayes, 85 ; Noes, 176. (Division List, No. 450.) 

Sir Willium Anson ee iia ee are ace ses ics DO08 
Amendment proposed 


“In page 3, line 29, at the end, to insert the words, ‘(3) In any 


=? 
case in which there are more candidates for the post of pupil teacher 
than there are places to be filled the appointment shall be made by 
the local education authority, and they shall determine the respective 
qualifications of the candidates by examination or otherwise.’ ” 
(Sir William Anson.) 
Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 
Mr. /I, rhert Lie wis (Flint Boroughs) slaié ee Seu ar er 1278 


Amendment proposed to the Amendment 


“Tn line 1 to leave out from the beginning to the word ‘the’ in 


line 2.°—(Mr. Herbert Lewis.) 
Mr. Whitley g is ‘os 1284 
Amendment proposed to the proposed Amendment 


“ After the first word ‘of’ to insert the words “ assistant and. ” 
(Mr. Whitley.) 


Question proposed, ‘That those words be there inserted in the proposed 


Amendment.” 

Mr. A. J. Balfour ... an a ine hai a an ses, “ZOD 
Mr. Bryce eee ° ; owe eee eee +s sag. 
Mr. Samuel Evans ian “a nee ae ia ..« 1289 
Mr, Trevelyan St: ee as “=> ae ««« 1290 
Mr. Lucas (Portsmouth). ses ae bes Lon os AZOn 
Mr. Lloyd-George ... SAA adie ssa oe i ws 1293 
Lord Hugh Ceeil (Greenwich) ; ee a . ws LOT 
Mr. Aljred Davies (¢ se u Boroughs) as ne aor ws IOS 


Question put. 
The Committee divided »—Ayes, 85 ; Noes, 197. (Division List No. 451.) 
Question, * That those words be there inserted,” put, and agreed to. 


Col. Kenyon-Slancy (Shropshire, Newport) oer Bs ie ... 1303 
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Committee report Progress: to sit again Tomorrow. 
Expiring Laws Continuance Bill. 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


Preamble. 

Motion made, and Question proposed, “That this be the Preamble of the 
Bill.” 

Committee report Progress : to sit again ‘Tomorrow. 


Mr. SPEAKER, in pursuance of the Order of the House of the 16th October, 
adjourned the House without Question put. 


Adjourned at five minutes after Twelve o'clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS: FRIDAY, 31st OCTOBER, 1902. 
The House met at Twelve of the clock. 


ADJOURN MENT.— Resolved, That this House, at the rising of the House this day, 
do adjourn till Monday next..-(Sir Alecander Acland-Hood.) 
PETITIONS. 
CANADIAN CATTLE (LMPoRTATION.)-—Petitions for abolition of restrictions from 
Tantobie ; Port Glasgow ; Surbiton ; Mansfield ; and East Kirkby ; to lie 
upon the Table ... S a 


CLUBS REGISTRATION (SCOTLAND) BiLtt.—Petition from Baptist Union of 
Scotland, in favour; to lie upon the Table és 


Epvcation (ENGLAND AND Wates) Bint.—Petitions against: from Hull ; 
and Ashwater; to lie upon the Table oes 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) BiLt.-Petitions for alteration: from 
Tantobie; Honley; Surbiton; Mansfield: Kirkby -in- Ashfield; and 
Edinburgh ; to lie upon the Table $e nas ose 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) Bitt.— Petition from Ashton-in-Makertield, 
in favonr ; to lie upon the Table 


PREVENTION OF CorRUPTION IN TRADE.—Petitions for legislation: from 
Tantobie ; Honley ; Surbiton ; and Manstield ; to lie upon the Tabie 


SouTH ArRICA (Britisu INDIAN SUBIECTS IN THE TRANSVAAL AND ORANGE 
River Cotony).—Petition from London, for redress of grievances ; to lie 
upon the Table 


SUNDAY TRADING (SCOTLAND) BiLt.—Petition of the Baptist Union of Scotland, 
in favour ; to lie upon the Table 


DtUkE OF NORTHUMBERLAND v, ANDERSON AND Oruers.—Petition of Charles 
Gibbons May, Solicitor, of 49, Lincoln's Inn Fields, praying for leave for 
the proper officer to attend at the High Court of Justice, and produce 
documents. 

Leave given to the proper ofticer to attend accordingly.— (Vr. Caldrrell.) ... 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


POLICE (METROPOLIS.)—Copy presented, of Report of the Commissioner of Police 
of the Metropolis for the year 1901 [by Command]; to lie upon the Table 1506 
LanD LAw (IRELAND) Act, 1887 (Eviction Norices).—Copy presented, of 
Return of Eviction Notices filed during the quarter ended 30th September, 
1902 [by Command]; to lie upon the Table ... a me sis ... 1306 


SUPERANNUATION-—Keturn presented, relative thereto [ordered 30th October ; 
Mr. Hayes Fisher] ; to he upon the Table. 


Paper laid upon the Table by the Clerk of the House. 


CHARITABLE ENDOWMENTS (LONDON ).—Further return relative thereto [or ered 
2nd August, 1894 ; Mr. Francis Stevenson]; to be printed, [No. 364.) ... 1306 


WUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Mitirary HospirAL ACCOMMODATION AT SHORNCLIFFE.—Question, Sir Edward 


Sassoon (Hythe) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick 1306 
Rating oF Crown Prorerry.—Question, Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, N.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Hayes Fisher a“ man «« 1307 
LONDON PostAL SORTERS’ GRIEVANCES.—-Question, Mr. Keir Hardie (Merthyr 
Tydvil) ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain ... . 1300 
RUssiA AND AFGHANISTAN.—Question, Sir Seymour King (Hull, Central) ; 
Answer, Lord Cranborne a ee a re vs “Ve ... 1309 
VACCINATION PROSECUTIONS AT BETHNAL GREEN.—Question, Sir Manchergee 
Bhownaggree (Bethnal Green, N.E.) ; Answer, Mr. Akers Douglas .» LSLO 
EpucatTion BinL—Pupi, TEACHERSHIP.—Question Mr. Herbert Lewis (Flint 
soroughs) ; Answer, Sir William Anson a Se oe ue ae, LORY 
IRISH PHARMACEUTICAL SocteTy.—Question, Mr. T. M. Healy; Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham J, ed ‘el ss .. LL 
Education (England and Wales) Bill. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
| Mr. J. W. Lowruer (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. | 
Clause 8— 
Colonel Kenyon-Sluney (Shropshire, Newport) me ae st 2. Load 


Amendment proposed— . 


“ After the words last inserted, to insert the words, * Religious 
instruction shall be given in a school not provided by the local educa- 
tion authority, in accordance with the tenour of the provisions (if any) 
of the trust deed relating thereto, and shall be under the control of 
the managers,’ ”—Colonel Kenyou-Slancy,) 
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Question proposed, “* That those words he there inserted.” 


The Ne Cr tary of the Bourd o} Education (Sir William Anson, Oxford 


Unirersity) ... a wi 
Mr. Vie wy Gibbs (Hertfore hie. St, Albuns) 
Sir William Llurcourt ( Masmouthahivs. W’.) 
Mr. Gripfith Boseawen (Went, Toulridye) a 
Lord Edmund Talbot (Susser, Chichester).. eee com ota dete 
The Princ Minister il First Lord 0) thi Trewsary (Vr. A. Pf Bulfour, 
VWunchester, o) 
Lord Hugh Cecil ( Cie nwichy 
Colonel Nolan (Gi ia N.) ‘ 
Vir. Leurence FH irdy (Avut, As hfo ord 
Sir Jusics Ferausson ¢ Winchester, VE 
Mr. Lully (Leitrim, SS.) ‘ia ist 
Major Rasch (Esser, Chelinsford) ... “ars 
Sir John Nenuare ‘Y \ Devonshire, Honiton) 
Mr. Hroulding ¢ Wiltshire, Devizes). 
Mir. Henry Hobhouse (Somersetshive, E.) 
Mr. — s (Luncashire , Sire tford) 
Mr. A. J. Balfour 
Mr. Gibson Bales (Lyin Regis ) 
Mr. bsrigiith Bos “ate 


Amendment proposed to the proposed Amendment 


‘In line 1, after ‘a,’ to insert * public elementary.’ ”—(I/r. 
Crrifjith Boseans i.) 


Question, “That those words be there inserted in the proposed Amendment, 


put and agreed to. 
Lord Hugh Cecil 
Amendment proposed to the proposed Amendment- 


‘Tho line So after ‘and, to insert ‘subject to those provisions,’ ” 
(Lord Hugh Cecil.) 


(Question proposed, “That those words be there inserted in the proposed 
Amendiment. 


Mr. A.J. Balfour ... 

Sir Wr hi im Mearcourt 

Mr. Peml wrlou (Nunderla nd) 
Question put, and negatived. 

Vir da i S Be PUSS 


Amendment proposed to the proposed Amendment 


“At the end of line 3. to insert the word ‘foundation.’ ” 
(aur Sime S herqusson.) 


Question propose lL That the word ‘foundation’ be there inserted in the 
pro osed Amendment. 
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Mr. Cohen Uslington, BE.) ... ie os ae ae so sxe Rae 
Lord Hugh Ceeil ... nae Ras was ae) ay ee soe LORS 

Question put, and negatived. 
Question put, “That those words, as amended, be there inserted.” 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 211; Noes, 41. (Division List No. 452.) 
Sir Villiam Anson sie cane ~~ cv ne Sais 3s SOO 
Amendment proposed— 
“Tn page 5, line 30, to leave out sub-Section (3).°-— (Sir Wi//iam 
Anson.) 
Question proposed, “ That sub-Section (3) stand part of the Clause.” 
Question put and negatived. 
Motion made, and Question proposed, “That the Clause, as amended, 
stand part of the Bill.” 
Mr. Trevelyan (Yorkshire, Wik. Ean!) 1565 
Sir William Harcourt ae oes usta L364 
Mr. Lloyd Georqe—... had sae 1365 
Mr. M‘ Kenna (Monmouthshire, N.) 1366 


Mr. A. J. BALFoUR rose in his place and claimed to move, “ That the 
Question be now put.” 


Question put, “That the Question, ‘That the Clause, as amended, stand part 
of the Bill’ be now put.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 166; Noes, 72. (Division List No. 453.) 
Question put accordingly. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 165; Noes, 69. (Division List No. 454.) 


It being after half-past Five of the Clock, the Chairman left the Chair to 
make his Report to the House. 


Committee report Progress ; to sit again upon Monday next. 


Mk. SPEAKER, in pursuance of the Order of the House-of the 16th October, 
adjourned the House without Question put. 


Adjourned at a quarter before Six of the Clock till Monday next. 


HOUSE OF LORDS: MONDAY, 3rd NOVEMBER, 1902. 


Sat First.—The Lord Braybrooke sat first in Parliament after the death of his 
brother ; The Lord Cheyiesmore sat first in Parliament after the death of 


his brother 7 , i «» Lote 
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PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Lanarkshire (Middle Ward District) Water Order Confirmation Bill 
(No. 182); Dumbarton Corporation (Further Powers) Order Confirmation 
Bill (No. 183); Wick Burgh Extension Order Confirmation Bill (No. 184). — 
Brought from the Commons ; read 1*, to be — and (pursuant to the 
Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899), deemed to have been 
read 2* and reported from the Committee : 


Richmond Hill (Preservation of wien: Bill. —Returned from the Commons 
with the Amendments agreed to © mt x sis aE 


South-Eastern and London, Chatham and Dover Railways Bill [1.1.]; 
Returned from the Commons with the Amendments made by the Lords to 
the Amendments made by the Commons, agreed to ... 


Baker Street and Waterloo Railway Bill |1-1.}: Charing Cross, Euston, 
and Hampstead Railway (Nos. 1 and 3) Bill [1.1.], and Charing Cross, 
Euston, and Hampstead Railway (No. 2) Bill [H.L.), now Charing Cross, 
Euston, and Hampstead Railway Bill [H.L.], Edgware and Hampstead 
Railway Bill [u.t.], North-west London Railw: ay Bill [H.1. }—Returned from 
the Commons agreed to, with Amendments. The said Amendments con- 
sidered, and agreed to ... 


Brompton and Piccadilly Circus Railway (New Lines, Etc.,) Bill dm L. 13 


Keturned from the Commons agreed to, with Amendments 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETU. 


The Lor» CHANCELLOR acquainted the House that the following Papers 
having been commanded to be presented to this House by His Majesty 
had be-n so presented on the following dates by delivery to the Clerk 
of the Parliaments, pursuant to Standing Order No. CXL, viz. 


ARMY (REMOUNTS).- 


I. Minutes of evidence taken before the Court of Enquiry on the adminis- 
tration of the Army Remount Department ; with appendices. (October 
17.) 


II. Reports of Officers appointed by the Commander-in-Chief to inquire into 
the working of the Remount Department abroad. (October 17) 


Navy (Courts-MArtia.).—-Returns of the number of courts-martial held, and 
summary punishments inflicted, during the year 1901. (October 18) 


MINES AND QUARRIES (GENERAL REPORT AND Sraristics FOR 1901) (Part IIL, 
Ovutrut).—General Report and Statistics relating to the output and value 
of the minerals raised in the United Kingdom, the amount and value of the 
metals produced, and the exports and imports of minerals. (October 18) 


Cuina, No. 2 (1902).—Despatch from His Majesty's Special Commissioner, en- 
closing the treaty between Great Britain and China, signed at Shanghai, 
Sth September, 1902. (October 21) ... 


Crorrer HoLpincs (SCOTLAND) ACTS, 1886-87.—Report to the Secretary for 
Scotland by the Crofters Commission on the social condition of the people 
of Lewis in 1901. (October 23) 
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STATISTICS (COLONIES).— 


I. Tables relating to the Colonial and other Possessions of the United 
Kingdom, Part XXYV,, for the year 1900. (October 24) 


Il. Abstract for the Colonial and other Possessions of the United Kingdom 
ineach of the last fifteen years from 1887 to 1901. Thirty-ninth 
number. (October 24) ie ate ae se we | Raen 


IntsH LAND CoMMIssION (PROCEEDINGS).—Return for the month of August, 
1902. (October 24) ea = 4 Ke wick aa .. L375 


TRADE Reports (ANNUAL SERIES). 


No. 2907. China (Nanking). (October 1s.) 

No. 2908. Japan (South Formosa). (Supplementary). (October 24.) 
No. 2909. United States (Cuba). (October 24.) 

No. 2910. Italy (Ancona). October 24. be di = oY S, tae 


IRELAND (TypHoip Fever iN Limerick Crry AND Prison, JULY, AUGUST, 
\ND SEPTEMBER, 1902.—Reports made by Stewart Wodehouse, [sq., M.D., 
Medical Member of the General Prisons Board for Ireland, and by Sir J. 
Acheson MacCullagh, M.D., Medical Inspector to the Local Government 
Board for Ireland. (October 24.) — ... am sini ‘ie = w. 1375 


Arnica, No. 4 (1902).—Report by the Mombasa-Victoria (Uganda) Railway 
Committee on the Progress of the Works, 1901-1902; with two maps and 
section. (October 27.)... i ca ae Je: yak aa 54: BOUD 


Boarp OF EDUCATION. 


I. Rules to be observed in planning and fitting up public elementary 
schools. (October 2x), 


II. Precedents of trust deeds settled for Church of England schools, British 
schools, Established Church of Scotland schools, Wesleyan schools, 
Free Church (Scotland) schools, Roman Catholic schools, Jewish 
schools, Episcopal Church (Scotland) schools, and undenominational 
schools referred to in the Revised Code of 1870. (October 30.) 


III. Statement under administrative counties and county boroughs of 
public elementary schools which have received building grants, showing, 
in each case, the amount of such building grants and the amount sub- 
seribed by the promoters at the time (so far as records exist) ; also, in 
the case of schools which have been transferred to the School Board or 
closed, the year of transfer or closure ; with explanatory memorandum 
and appendix. (October 31.) ... i ass: nae a ca bOOD 


COLONIES (ANNUAL).—No. 369. Hong Kong (1901). (October 28.) ... we L576 


COLONIAL CONFERENCE, 1902.—Conference between the Secretary of State for 
the Colonies and the Prime Ministers of the Self-governing solonies, June 
to August, 1902, (October 22.) nai ae aie ani on we 1376 


NAVAL Prize Money.--Return showing the unclaimed shares of all prize money, 
slave and pirate bounties, salvage awards, Parliamentary grants, war 
gratuities, and other monies distributed by the Admiralty, from the Ist 
January, 1855, to 31st March, 1902. (October 30.) 0 : 1576 
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PoLice (METROPOLIS).—Report of the Commissioner of Police of the Metro- 
polis, for the year 1901. (October 31.) 


LAND Law (IRELAND) Act, 1887.—Return of the number of eviction notices 
filed during the quarter ended 30th September, 1902. (November 1.) 


The same were ordered to lie on the Tadle 
COLONIES (ANNUAL). --No. 370. Cocos Islands, 1902. 


IktsH LAND Comission (PROCEEDINGS).—Return for the month of September, 
1902. 


RatLways (Continvous Brakes).—Return by the Railway Companies of the 
United Kingdom, for six months ended the 30th June, 1902. ee 


LocAL GOVERNMENT Boarp. 

I. Thirtieth Annual Report, 1900-1901. Supplement containing Report 
of the Medical Officer for 1900-1901 on Lead Poisoning and Water 
Supplies. 

I]. Thirty-first Annual Report, 1901-1902. 9 Supplement containing 
Report of the Medical Otticer for 1901-1902. oes is 


CrENsUs oF ENGLAND AND Watces.. —Area, houses and population, also popula 
tion classitied by ages, condition as to maraiage, occupations, birthplaces, 
and infirmities for counties of —Suffolk : Leicester ; Somerset. 

Presented {by Command], and ordered to lie on the Table... 
+ 

Winter Assizes Acts, 1876—-1877.—Seven Orders in Council of Lith August, 

1902, relating to the ensuing winter assizes, ... 


FOREIGN JURISDICTION Act, 1890.—Five Orders in Council of 11th August, 
1902, entitled respectively — 


The Cyprus Courts of Justice Amendment Order, 1902 : 

The Uganda Order in Council, 1902 ; 

The British Central Africa Order in Council, 102 ; 

The East Africa Order in Council, 1902 ; and 

The Eastern African Protectorates (Court of Appeal) Grder in Council, 
1902. ... os aoe one os Sa ee 


MERCHANT SHIPPING ACT, 1894.—Two Orders in Council of 11th August, 1902, 
approving Pilotage Bye-laws for the ports of Cardiff and Waterford 
respectively 


EXTRADITION Acts, 1870-1895.—Order in Council of 15th September, 1902, 
giving effect to a Declaration, signed 25th June, 1901, supplementary to 
the Extradition Treaty of 3rd December, 1873, between Great Britain and 
Austria-Hungary, 

INeBRIATES Acts, 1879-1899 (INEBRIATES COMMITTED UNDER SECTION 95 
or THE Licensing Act, 1902).-—Regulations made by the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department by virtue of Section 20 of the Inebriates 
Act, 1898, for carrying into effect the provisions of Section 5 of the Licensing 
Act, 1902, respecting the detention of inebriates committed to retreats 


Diseases or ANIMALS Act, 1894 AND 1896.—T'wo Orders, dated the Ist day of 
September, 1902, entitled the Bristol (Cumberland and Tidal Basin) Foreign 
Animals Wharf Revocation Order of 1902, and the Bristol (Cumberland 
Basin) Foreign Animals Wharf Order of 1902 
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TECHNICAL Instruction Act, 1899.) Minutes sanctioning the subjects to be 
taught under Clause 8 of the Technical Instruction Act, 1889, for the coun- 
ties of: Huntingdon (second minute); East Suffolk (seventh minute) ; 
Leicester (seventh minute) ; Oxford (eighth minute); Southampton (tenth 
minute). Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie upon 
the Table 


UNIVERSITIES OF OXFORD AND CAMBRIDGE ACT, 1877.—Statute made by the 
University of Cambridge, and sealed on the 27th May, 1902, amending the 
statutes of the University. Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and 
to be printed. (No. 179.) 

MARGATE Prer AND Haroun Company (1812).—Report and Statement of 
Accounts for the year ended Sth April, 1902. Delivered (pursuant to Act), 
and ordered to lie upon the Table 

Patent Law Amendment Bill (No. 180); Agricultural and Technical Instruc 
tion (Ireland) (No. 2) Bill (No. 181). —Brought from the Commons ; read 
l*; and to be printed i 

BUSINESS OF THE House. The Lord President of the Council (The Duly of Deron- 
shire) moved That the House on its rising stand adjourned till Monday 
next.—( The Duke 7) Ih vonshire. ) 

On Question, Motion agreed to. 
House adjourned at twenty minutes before Five o'clock, to Monday 
next, a quarter past Four o'clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS, Monday, 3rd November, 1902. 
The House met at Two of the Clock. 
UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Water Provisional Order Bill. — Reported with an Amendment { Provisional 
Order confirmed | ; Report to lie upon the Table. Bill, as amended, to be 
considered tomorrow aes ' : 


PETITIONS. 

CANADIAN CATTLE (IMPORTATION ).—-Petitions for abolition of restrictions: from 
Dumbarton ; and St. Ives; to lie upon the Table 

Epucation (ENGLAND AND WALES) BILL.—Petitions for alteration: from 
Dumbarton ; and St. Ives; to lie upon the Table 

EpucCaTION (ENGLAND AND WALES) BiLL.—Petitions from St. Aidars, in favour : 
to lie upon the Table 

MERCHANT SHIPPING (LIGHTHOUSES) Bi_L.—Petition from Cardiff, in favour : 
to lie upon the Table 

PREVENTION OF CORRUPTION IN TRADE. —Petition for legislation : from Kdin- 
burgh ; Dumbarton ; and St. Ives; to lie upon the Table 

RETURNS, REPORTS, E17. 


Irish LAND CoMMIssion (PROCEEDINGS).—Copy present d, of Returas of Pro 
ceedings during the month of September, 1902 {by Cocmand |: to he upon 
the Table a 
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Railways (Continvous Brakes).—Copy presented, of Return by the Railway 
Companies of the United Kingdom on the progress made in the use of Con- 
tinuous Brakes, ete., for the six months ending 30th June, 1902 [by Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table ... ° 


MERCANTILE MARINE (SEAMEN EmpLOYED).—Copy presented, of Return of the 
number, ages, ratings, and nationalities of the seamen employed on the 31st 
March, 1901, on vessels registered under Part I. of the Merchant Shipping 
Act, 1894, in the British Islands [hy Command] ; to lie upon the Table ce 


CIVIL SERVICES (ADDITIONAL ESTIMATE, L902--1903),-—Estimate presented, of the 
amount required in the vear ending 31st March, 1903, as a Grant-in-Aid to 
the Transvaal and the Orange River Colony for Expenses consequent upon 
the termination of the War{by Command]; to lie npon the Table, and to 
he printed, [No. 365. } ‘a 


Local GOVERNMENT BoArp,—Copy presented, of Supplement to the Thirtieth 
Annual Report of the Local Government Board, 1900-1901, in continuation 
of the Report of the Medical Officer for 1900-1901, on Lead Poisoning and 
Water Supplies [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 


LocAL GOVERNMENT Boarp.—Copy presented, of Supplement to the Thirty-tirst 
Annual Report of the Local Government Board, 1901-1902, containing the 
Report of the Medical Officer for 1901-1902 [by Command] ; to lie upon the 
Table ‘ sea - 


Census (ENGLAND AND WALEs), 1901.—Copy presented, of Census of England 
and Wales, 1901 (Counties of Suffolk, Leicester, and Somerset) [hy Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table ... Le ae 


CoLontaAL Rerorts (ANNUAL).—Copy presented, of Colonial Report, No. 370 


(Cocos Islands, Annual Report for 1902) [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table ate —- se ss Kes 


QUESTIONS AND ANSIVERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES, 


Amp (STORNAWAY) ScHoor PLAYGROUND,—Question, Mr. Weir (Ross and 
Cromarty) ; Answer, Mr. A. Graham Murray aor - 


Lewis Local GOVERNMENT Boarp [NQuiry.—Question, Mr. Weir ; Answer, 
Mr. A. Graham Murray ws bo sti - 


STANDARD OF VENTILATION FOR CoTroN WEAVING SHEDsS.—Question, Mr. 
Shackleton (Lancashire, Clitheroe) ; Answer, Mr. Akers Douglas ... 


INDIAN RAILWAY ConTRACTS WITH GERMAN FIRMs.—Question, Colone! Denny 
(Kilmarnock Burghs) ; Answer, Lord George Hamilton 


Navy ContrACTS—PRESERVES.—Question, Mr. Keir Hardie (Merthyr Tydvil) ; 
Answer, Mr. Arnold Forster 


NAVAL SHIPBUILDING—-DESIGNS OF ScouTs.—Question, Sir John Colomb 
(Great Yarmouth): Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster 


FataL GUN AccIDENT AT PORTSMOUTH.—Question, Mr. Levy (Leicestershire, 
Loughborough) ; Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster m “as ee 
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Question proposed, “That those words be there inserted.” 


Sir Robert Finlay ... es re .. 1459 
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Mr. Sydney Buxton ines: Hamlets, en ini is ie ... 1460 
Dr. Macnamara .... a én _ ... 1461 
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Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. A. J. BaLrour rose in his place, and claimed to move, “That the 
Question ‘That the words of the Clause from the word “ propose,” in 
page 3, line 37, to the word “school,” in line 40, both inclusive, stand 
part of the Clause’ be now put.” 


Question put, “ That the Question ‘That the words of the Clause from the 
word “ propose” in page 3, line 37, to the word “school,” in line 40, 
both inclusive, stand part of the Clause’ be now put.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 222; Noes, 107. (Division List No. 458.) 
Question put accordingly. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 222 ; Noes, 107. (Division List No. 459.) 
Committee report Progress ; to sit again this evening. 
EVENING SITTING. 
Education (England and Wales) Bill. 

Considered in Committee. 

(In the Committee. ) 
[Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. | 
Clause 9 :— 

Mr. Herbert Roberts is en er ' sae ae ... 1469 
Amendment proposed— 


“In page 3, line 40, to leave out the words ‘and any ten rate- 
payers in the area for w hich it is proposed to provide the school.’ 
(Wr. Herbert Roberts.) 


Question proposed, “ That the word ‘and’ stand part of the Clause.” 


The Secretary tu the Board of Education ve William Anson, Oxford 
University)... wae ; Me a oon --» 1470 
lr. Bousfield (lluckney, N. : we si woe és ide ..» 1470 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 87 ; Noes, 70. (Division List No. 460.) 

Ur, M‘Kenna a ine a sei — se wii .. 1471 
Amendment proposed— 


“In page 4, line 1, to leave out the words ‘any ten,’ and insert 
the words ‘a majority of ‘the.’ ” (Mr, M‘ Kenna.) 


Question proposed, “That the words ‘ any ten’ stand part of the Clause.” 
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Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 176; Noes, 95. (Division List No. 461.) 


Mr. A. J. BALFour rose in his place, and claimed to move, “That the 
Question ‘that the words of the Clause from the word “ratepayers” 
in page 4, line 1, to the word “ required,” in line 4, both inclusive, 
stand part of the Clause,’ be now put.” 


Question put, “That the acc That the words of the Clause from the 
word “ratepayers,” in page 4, line 1, to the word “required,” in line 
4, both inclusive, stand part of ‘the Clause,’ be now put.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 184; Noes, 98. (Division List No. 462.) 
Question put accordingly. 
The Committee divided:—Ayes, 188 ; Noes, 100. (Division List, No 463.) 

Dr. Maenamara ... cms nate ee a eas st we 1487 
Amendment proposed — 


“Tn page 4, line 4, to leave out from the word ‘required’ to the 
word ‘and,’ in line 6, and insert the words ‘to meet any deficiencies 
in school places.’ ”°—(Dr. J/aenamara.) 


Question proposed, That the words ‘ or that’ stand part of the Clause.” 


Mr. A. J. Balfour hind pow Sti ... 1488 
Mr. Courtenay Warner (Staffordsh shire, Lichfield). or — ... 1489 
Mr. Fletcher Moulton 5 Pe ses asta ... 1490 
Lord a nn — _ Au re as ... 1495 
Mr. Trevelyan _— ore ied ee nad — ... 1496 
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» Wm. Allan (Gateshead) si aes iis ei cits ... 1492 


Mr. A. J. BALFoUR rose in his place, and claimed to move, “That the 
Question be now put.” 

Question put, “* That the Question be now put.” 

The Committee divided :—Ayes, 187 ; Noes, 88. (Division List, No. 464.) 

Question put accordingly, “ That the words ‘or that’ stand part of the 
Clause.” 

The Committee divided :--Ayes, 183 ; Noes, 82. (Division List, No. 465.) 

It being after Midnight, the Chairman proceeded to interrupt the business. 


Mr. A. J. BALrour rose in his place, and claimed to move, “ That the 
Question ‘That the Clause stand part of the Bill’ be now put.” 
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Question put, “That the Question ‘That the Clause stand part of the 
Bill’ be now put.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 181; Noes, 81. (Division List, No. 466.) 
Question put accordingly. 

The Committee divided :—Ayes, 176; Noes, 78. (Division List, No. 467.) 
The CHAIRMAN left the Chair to make his Report to the House. 

Committee report Progress ; to sit again Tomorrow. 


Mr. SPEAKER, in pursuance of the Order of the House of the 16th October 
last, adjourned the House without Question put. 


Adjourned at twenty-five minutes after Twelve o'clock. 
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EBRRATUM. 


The Speech of Sir William Anson on 28th October, reported on page 979, should read 


as follows :— 


Str WILLIAM ANSON said that after long discussion on small matters he 
was glad that they;had now come to.an.Amendment. which was of a serious 
character, and which would affect the admitted grievance of. Nonconformists as 
regarded their admission to the teaching staffs of denominational schools. They 
desired on this particular matter to secure that-religious and: secular teaching 
should not be divorced, that consideration should be allowed to those who had 
given land and money, and time and trouble, to maintain the denominational 
character of schools, and that at the same time the appointments to teachers’ 
places should be thrown open as widely as possible. This Amendment would go 
a long way to satisfy those requirements. It was an enabling Amendment and 
put no compulsion upon the managers of the schools to choose from one or any 
denomination or from no denomination at all, but it did untie their hands where the 
trustees had tied them hitherto, except in respect of the appointment of the head 
teacher. He wished to ask, had the denomination any cause for anxiety in the 
admission of assistant teachers and pupil teacbers of other denominations? He 
could not think there was any such cause of anxiety. It ought to lie near the 
conscience of every teacher that, as a matter of honour, they should impress or 
impart no religious or political prepossessions of their own, and take no advantage in 
influencing the religious or political beliefs of the children. He had not much fear 
of any proselytising tendency in any part of our system of elementary education. 
Then there was the power of dismissal on grounds connected with religious 
instruction. If a Nonconformist teacher was imported into a church school, and 
taught religious subjects with levity, or showed any desire to affect the religious 
beliefs of the children, the managers would have the power of dismissal, against 
which decision the local authority would have nothing to say. Beyond this, 
they could not help feeling that in the interests of the denominational schools it 
was important that the head teacher, who gave the character to the teaching of 
the school, should be a member of the denomination to which the school belonged, 
if the trust deed required it. If the trust deed required that the assistant 
teachers should be members of any particular denomination, then the managers 
could appoint, under this Amendment, teachers from any denomination they 
liked. The Government did not think that any harm would come from such a 
relaxation as his hon. friend proposed by his Amendment, and therefore, on 
behalf of the Government, he was prepared to accept it. 
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EXPLOSIVES. 
|. Accident at Messrs. Pain and Sons 
Factory at Mitcham, Surrey. Report to 
the right hon. the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department by Captain A. P. H. 
Desborough, His Majesty's Inspector of 
Explosives, on the circumstances attend- 
ing an accident which occurred in the 
Imilding for non-explosive ingredients at 
the factory of Messrs. James Pain and 
Sons at Mitcham, Surrey, on the — th of 
June, 1902. (August 27.) 
2. Explosion of Detonators at the 
Patent Electrie Shot Firing Company’s 
Factory near Chorley, Lancashire). 
Report to the right hon. the Secretary 
of State for the Home Department 
by Major <A. O. Key, His Majesty's 
Inspector of Explosives, on the cireum- 
stances attending an accident which 
occurred at the factory of the Patent 
Electrie Shot Firing Company, near 
Chorley, Laneashire, on the 19th June, 
i902. (September 16.) 


BANKING, RATLWAY, AND SHIPPING 
STATISTICS (IRELAND). 
Report for the year 1902. (August 29.) 


PRISONS (ENGLAND AND WALES). 

Report of the Commissioners of Prisons 
nd the Direetors of Conviet Prisons, 
with appendices, for the year ended 31st 
March, 1902. (August 29.) 


ARMY. 

d. Report on trials of self-propelled 
lorries for military purposes, at Alder- 
shot from 4th to 19th December, 1901. 
(August 29.) 

3. Special Pensions—-Return for the 
vear ended 31st March. 1902, of pensions 
specially granted under Articles 730, 
1173a, and the Army Pay Warrant. 
(September 3.) 

3. Report on the discipline and man- 
igement of military prisons. (Septem- 
ber 20.) 

t. Report of the Court of Enquiry on 
the administration of the Army Re-mount 
Department. (( detober 3.) 

5. War in Soutik Atrica—Return of 
Military Forces in South Africa, 1899- 
1902; strength of garrison on Ist August, 
1899; re-inforcements and casualties, 
ete., between Ist August 1899 and 3lst 
May, 1902; continuation of [Cd. 892.] 
August 29.) 
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Thirty-sixth Number. 


Reports, &e. 6 
INDIA. 
1. Statistical Abstract relating to 
sritish India from 1891-1892 to 1901: 
(September 3). 
2. Review of the Trade of India in 
1900-1901. (September 5.) 


IMPERIAL INSTITUTE (INDIAN 
SECTION). 
Annual Report for the year 1901-1902. 
(September 3). 


WEST INDIES. 
Correspondence relating to the volcanic 
eruptions in St. Vincent and Martinique 
in May, 1902; with map and appendix. 
(September 4). 


LOCAL TAXATION ACCOUNT (SCOT- 
LAND) ACT, 180s. 

Return showing the total payments 
into and out of the Local Taxation (Seot- 
land) Account, for the financial year 1901 
1902. (September 4.) 


PETERHEAD HARBOUR. 
Reports respecting Peterhead Harbour 
Works (in continuation of (Cd. 813.}). 
(September 5.) 


SOUTH AFRICA. 

Papers relating to an interview between 
the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
and Generals Botha, De Wet, and De La 
Rey, on Sth September, 1902, (Septem- 
ber &.) 


BOARD OF EDUCATION, 

Lists of Schools under the administra- 
tion of the Board, 1901-1902. 

Report for the vear L901 on the 
Museums, Colleges, and Institutions under 
the administration of the Board. 

Grants paid to School Boards under 
Section 97, Elementary Education Act, 
1S70. 

School Board Accounts. 

List of Loans. 


Report ot the 
1901-1902. 


Board for the year 
(September ti.) 


TREATY SERIES, No. 12. (1902.) 
Convention regulating the telephone 
service between Great Britain and France ; 
signed at Paris, 29th July, 1902. (Sep- 
tember 13.) 


A 2 








7 Returns, 
QUEENSLAND. 
Papers relating to the Pacitie Island 
Labourers Act (1901) of the Common- 
wealth of Australia. (September 20.) 


ROYAL UNIVERSITY OF IRELAND. 
Annual Report for the year 1901. 
(September 22). 


FACTORY AND WORKSHOP. 
Annual Report of the Chief Inspector 
ot Factories and Workshops, for the vear 
1901. Part Il. Tables. (September 27). 


STRAITS SETTLEMENTS. 
Reports on the Federated Malay States 
for 1901. (October 3). 


REFORMATORY AND INDUSTRIAL 
SCHOOLS (GREAT BRITAIN). 
Yorty-fifth Report, for the year 1901, 
ot the inspector ot Reformat ry and 
Industrial Schools. Part Il. General 
Report and Appendices II. to XI. 
(October 3). 


VENTILATION OF FACTORIES AND 
WORKSHOPS. 

First Report, with Appendices, of the 
Depart mental Committee appointed by 
the Secretary ot Mate for the Home 
Department to inquire into the ventila- 
tion of factories and workshops. 
(October 13), 


RAILWAY SERVANTS (HOURS OF 
LABOUR). 

Return, in pursuance of Section 4 of 
the Regulation of Railways Act, 1899, of 
railway servants of certain classes who 
were On one or more occasions during 
the month of December, 1901, on duty 
on the railways of the United Kingdom 
for more than twelve hours at a time, 
or who atter being on duty more than 
twelve hours were allowed to resume 
work with less than nine hours’ rest. 
(¢ Jetober 14). 


The same were ordered to lie on the 


Table. 


TREATY SERIES, No. 13 (1902). 
Declaration amending Article XI. of 
the Treaty between the United Kingdom 
and Austria-Hungary of 3rd December 
1873, for the mutual surrender of 


‘LORDS 
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fugitive criminals; signed at London, 
26th June, 1901 (Ratifications exchanged 
at London, 25th June, (1902). 
RAILWAY ACCIDENTS. 

Returns of accidents and casualties a: 
reported to the Board of Trade by the 
several railway companies in the United 
Kingdom during the six months ending 
June, 1902, in pursuance of the Regula- 
tion of Railways Act, 1871; together 
with reports of the inspecting officers, 
assistant inspecting officers, and sub- 
inspectors of the Railway Department 
to the Board of Trade upon certain 
accidents which were inguired into. 
NATIONAL EDUCATION (IRELAND). 

Appendix, section ILL., to the Annual 
Report of the Commissioners, tor the 
year 1901. 

REFORMATORY AND INDUSTRIAL 
SCHOOLS (IRELAND). 
Fortieth Report of the Inspector, 101 

the year 1901. 


Presented (by command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


COMPANIES (WINDING UP) ACT, Iso 
General rule, dated 14th August, 1902. 


SUPERANNUATION, 

I. Treasury Minutes, dated 14th 
August and 2nd September, 1902 
declaring that. for the due and efficient 
discharge of the duties of the office ot 
(7) Inspector of Fisheries (Board ot 
Trade), and (/) such Veterinary In 
spectors and Assistant Veterinars 
Inspectors (Board of Agriculture) at 
ports as give their whole time to thei 
official duties, professional or othe! 
peculiar qualifications not ordinarily to 
be acquired in the public service ar 
required. 

Il. Treasury Minutes, dated— 

1. 3rd September, 1902, dec!aring 
that John Sands, Lad, Royal 
Laboratory, War Office ; 

2. Ist October, 1902, declaring 
that Robert Henry, Engineer. 
Revenue Cruiser ** Vigilant,” 
Customs ; 

were appointed without civil service 
certificates through inadvertence on the 
part of the heads of their department. 





an, 


red 





9 Sittings of 
SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 
Account of the receipts and expendi- 

ture of the Paymaster General on behalf 

of the Supreme Court of Judicature in 
respect of the funds of Suitors of the 

Court, in the year ended 28th February, 

1902: Also, account of the National 

[debt Commissioners for the same period, 

in respect of funds held by them on be- 

half of the Supreme Court of Judicature, 
together with the Report of the Comp- 
troller and Auditor General thereon. 


PUBLIC RECORDS (TREASURY). 

Schedule containing a list and particu- 
lars of elasses of documents which have 
heen removed from the Solicitor’s Depart- 
nient of the Treasury to the Public 
Record Office, but which are not con- 
sidered ot sufficient public value to justify 
their preservation therein. 


CRIMINAL LAW AND PROCEDURE 
(IRELAND) ACT, 1887. 
Seventeen proclamations, dated Ist 
September, 1902, applying certain of 
the provisions of the Criminal Law and 
Procedure (Ireland) Act, I887, to the 
‘ounties, county boroughs, and rural and 
irban districts therein respectively men 

tioned. 
INTERMEDIATE EDUCATION 
(IRELAND). 
Additional Rule made by the Inter- 
mediate Edueation Board for Ireland, 
dated 3rd September, 1902. 


PAWNBROKERS’ RETURNS (IRELAND). 

Returns from the City Marshal of 
Dublin, tor the year ended 31st Decem- 
ber, 1901. 


CAPITAL PUNISHMENT AMENDMENT 
ACT, 186s. 

Rules made by the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, pursuant 
to the provisions of the Act for regu- 
lating the execution of capital sentences 
in Treland 
PRISONS (SCOTLAND) ACT, 1IS77, AND 

SECRETARY FOR SCOTLAND ACTS, 

ISS5 to ISSO. 

Order by the Secretary for Scotland 
‘losing the existing Prison ot Inverness. 


INDIA. 
I. Loans raised in England—Return 


o: all loans raised in England under the 
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provisions of any Acts of Parliament 
chargeable on the revenues of India 
outstanding at the commencement of 
the half vear ended on the 30th Sep- 
tember, 1902, with the rates of interest 
and total amount payable thereon, ete. 

I]. Examinations — Regulations for 
examinations for the Civil Service of 
India. 


FACTORY AND WORKSHOP. 


Special Exemption: Night Work 
(Lead and Zine Mines)—Order, dated 


22nd August, 1902, made by the Secre- 
tary of State for the Home Department 
in pursuance of Section 54 of the Factory 
and Workshop Act, 1901, extending the 
special exception under that section to 
concentration works at lead and zine 
mines, so far as regards young persons 
ot the age of 16 years and upwards. 

Dangerous and Unhealthy Industries 
—Regulations, dated 12th August, 1902, 
made bythe Secretary of State for the 
Home Department in pursuance of Sec 
tion 79 of the Factory and Workshop 
Act, 1901, for the manufacture of felt 
hats where any inflammable solvent is 
used. 


POLLING DISTRICTS. 
Orders made by the County Councils 
of- 

I. The county of Warwick. 

II. The county of Northumberland ; 
altering certain polling districts 
in the said counties. 

Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


MERSEY DOCKS AND HARBOUR 
BOARD. 
Accounts for the year ending Ist 
July, 1902; delivered (pursuant to Act), 
and ordered to lie on the Table. 


SITTINGS OF THE HOUSE. 

*Earnt SPENCER: Perhaps the noble 
Duke will inform the House what he 
proposes should be done with regard to 
the sittings of this House during this 


} 


adjourned Session of Parliament | 


THe Lorp PRESIDENT oF THE 
COUNCIL (The Duke of DEVONSHIRE) : 
Your lordships are aware that there are 
no Orders or notices on the Paper today, 
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and so far as I can learn there is no 
probability of there being any business 
tor this House to consider immediately. 
Probably it will therefore be convenient 
that we should adjourn for a short time, 
and I would that we should 
adjourn for a little more than a fortnight, 
until Monday, November 3. 


suggest 


1. 


*EarntL SPENCER: So far as I have 
heard trom friends of mine, and as far as 
I feel myself on the subject, IT should 
certainly he quite ready to agree to the 
proposal the noble Duke has made. May 
| refer to another matter? There was a 
Select Committee appointed just before 
the adjournment, and |] had the honour 
to be selected as Chairman at the only 
meeting which took place I refer to the 
Light Load Line Committee. Since then 
the representative of the Government on 
the Committee has become Lord Licu- 
tenant of Lreland, and I hardly think that 
my noble friend will have such aunxiety 
to take part in the business of the House 
and this Committee that he will come over 
from Ireland for the purpose. That may 
be a reason for reconsidering the constitu- 
tion of the Committee. I do not believe 
it is usual or customary for Select Com 
mittees to sit when the House meets as it 
now think it would be very 
inconvenient to noble Lords who are on 
this Committee that it should sit when the 
House will be only sitting on occasional 
days. Ido not know whether the noble 
Duke will have any objection to it. but I 
should certainly propose that the sittings 
of this Committee should be postponed 
until the ordinary meeting of Parliament 
next vear. 


does j 


Tue DUKE of DEVONSHIRE: The 
reason given’ by my noble friend with 
reference to the appointment of the 
Parliamentary Secretary to the Board of 
Trade to the Lord Lieutenancy of treland 
will no doubt render it necessary to make 
a fresh appointment to this Committee. 
I think it would certainly be most highly 
inconvenient that noble Lords should be 
expected to attenc the sittings of a 
Committee when the House is not 
regularly sitting ; and unless the business 
betore a Committee is of so urgent a 
character as not to permit of postpone- 
ment, | think the preterable course would 
he that its sittings should be adjourned 
to the regular Session. I think this 


The Duke of Th ronshire. 
/ 
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(Ireland) Act. 12 
observation entirely applies to the Com- 
mittee referred to, and I suggest there- 
fore that the proceedings should he 
adjourned until the ordinary Session. 
House adjourned at twenty-tive 
before Fiveo'clock,to Monday, 


the 3rd of November next, a 
quarter past Four oelock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Thursday, 16th October, 1902. 
The House met at Two of the Clock 
NEW WRITS. 


FOR COUNTY OF ORKNEY AND 
SHETLAND. 


In the room ot Johy Catheart 
Wason, Esq. (Chiltern Hundreds). 
(Sir A. Aeland-Houl.) 


BOROUGH OF DEVONPORT 
Edward John Chalmers Morton, Esq., 
deceased.—(.Vr. William JP Arthur.) 


CR 


IMINAL LAW AND PROCEDULI 
IRELAND) ACT (1887) (IMPRISON 

MENT OF MEMBERS). 

Mr. SPEAKER informed the House 
that he had received the tollowing 
letter relating to the imprisonment ot 
two Members :— 

“ Dublin, 
**58 Palmerston Road, 
“6th October, 1902. 

**Sir,—I have the honour to inform you that 
Haviland-Burke, Esq., Member for the Tull 
more Division of the King’s County, and Michac! 

teddy, Esq., Member for the Birr Division o 
the said county, were, on the 2nd day 
October instant, on appeal, convicted by me, 
sitting at Birr in said county, as sole judy 
under the provisions of The Criminal Law and 
Procedure (Ireland) Act, ISS7. 

** For that they with others, on the 15th day 
of August, 1902, at Birr, in the King’s County 
aforesaid, being a proclaimed district under th: 
provisions of the Criminal Law and Procedure 
(Ireland) Act, ISS7, did wrongfully and with 
out legal authority unlawfully use intimidation 
towards certain shopkeepers residing in th 
town of Birr aforesaid, with the view to cause 
the said shopkeepers to do an act which they 
had a legal right to abstain from doing, namely, 
to join a certain Society or Association com 
monly called the United Irish League. 

‘And further, that they, on the said 15th 
day of August, 1902, at Birr aforesaid, being a 
proclaimed district as aforesaid, did unlawfully 
and without legal authority unlawfully incite 
certain other persons whose names are unknown, 
to use intimidation towards certain shopkeepers 











ww 
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whose names are unknown, residing in the town 
of Birr aforesaid, with a view to cause the said 
shopkeepers to do an act which they had a 
legal right to abstain from doing, namely, to 
joi a certain Society or Association commonly 
ealled the United Irish League. 

* And further, that they on the day and year 
aforesaid and at the place aforesaid, took part 
in an unlawful assenibly, to wit, that they, 
together with other persons to the number of 


five and more whose names are unknown, un- 
lawtully did assemble together to the disturb- 
an ot the public peace and with intent to stir 


up li itred and ill will between divers classes of 
His Majesty’s subjects, and with the further 
intent unlawfully to incite said other persons 
to enter into a Criminal Conspiracy to compel 
eertain traders in the town of Birr, whose 
names are unknown, to do what they hada 
legal right to abstain from doing, namely, to 
join a certain Society or Association, commonly 
led the United Irish League. 

The said Haviland-Burke, Esy., M.P., 
was sentenced by me to one calendar month’s 
imprisonment without hard labour on each 

nuint. 

** And the said Michael Reddy, Esy., M.P., 
Was sentenced by me to two calendar months’ 
uiprisonment, without hard labour on each 

the expiration of said tern 


sunt, and that at 
of Huprisonment the said Michael Reddy, M.P., 
enter into sureties to be of the peace and good 
lehaviour towards all His Majesty's subjects 





for twelve calendar months, himself in the sum 
of COU, and two solvent sureties in the sum of 
€25 each, and in default of entering into such 
sureties to he imprisoned for a further period 
of three inonths without hard labour unless he 
shal! sooner euter into such sureties. 


* Such sentences upon the said several counts 
to run concurrently in the case of both Mr, 
Haviland-Burke and Mr. Michael Reddy. 
~ | have the honour to remain, Sir, 
~ Your obedient servant, 
* JoumM ApYE CURRAN. 
“Chairman of Quarter Sessions 
* for King’s County. 
* To the Right Honourable the Speaker, 
** House of Commons.” 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 
S.): May [ ask, Mr. Speaker, whether 
von have received any letters from resi- 
dent magistrates announcing the arrest 
of Trish Members under the Coercion 
Act! No fewer than ten Irish Members 
have been arrested on the warrants of 
removable coercion magistrates since the 
House rose in August last and imprisoned 
on criminal charges. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: No, I have not re- 
ceived any such letters. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Then, as a 
matter of privilege, | understand it is the 
bounden duty of the person by whose 
authority such warrants are executed, to 
communicate the facts as to the arrests to 
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Mr. Speaker at once, whether Parliament 
is sitting or not, and whether adjourned 
or prorogued. The resident magistrates 
in Ireland, however, have not done so, 
although some of these arrests are two 
months old, and thus they have violated 
the privileges of this House. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: It is nota breach of 
privilege, although it would have been 
the usual and proper course to take. I 
do not know the circumstances, nor can 
they be inquired into at this moment. 
The magistrates may have some reason 
to offer when they write and inform me, 
as they probably will do, why they have 
not communicated sooner. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I submit 
that itis not a matter forthe magistrates 
so much as for the House to consider. 
No distinction ought to be made in a 
matter of this kind between an lrish and 
a British Member. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: | hope that if the 
hon. Member raises a point of order hi 
will do so in the ordinary way, and not 
make suggestions of that kind, which 
are wholly unfounded. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: That, Sir, 


is a matter of opinion. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! An 
hon. Member expressing his opinion in 
this House must do so with due respect 
to the Chair, upon which I understand 
him to be reflecting. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I had not 
the slightest intention of acting disrespect- 
fully to the Chair, but I still maintain 
that there should be no difference in the 
treatment of Members. It has always 
been laid down that an hon. Member 
is primi fucie protected in reference to 
criminal proceedings, unless they are 
announced to this House, and it is a 
privilege of a Member of this House that 
the fact of his arrest should be com- 
municated at the earliest possible 
moment. I shall be prepared at the 
proper time to prove that since the Sth 
August last, ten Members of this House 
have been arrested on criminal charges. 


SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
that. and I have 


*\Ir 
has already stated 
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informed him that the failure to com- 
municate the fact to me has never to 
my recollection been treated as a breach 
of privilege, although the course referred 
to is the proper and courteous one for a 
magistrate or judge to take. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Would I 
be in order in putting a Motion on the 
Paper expressing the dissatisfaction of 
this House at the want of courtesy shown 
them in not so communicating ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I have no doubt a 
Motion could be framed that would be 
in order. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: | 


my best, Sir. 


will do 


NEW MEMBERS SWORN. 

The right hon. Sir William Hood 
Walrond, baronet for County of Devon 
(North-Eastern or Tiverton Division). 

The right hon. Joseph Austen Cham- 
herlain, County of Worcester (Eastern 
Division). 

Henry William Forster, esquire, County 
of Kent (Western or Sevenoaks Division). 

Thomas Henry Sloane, esquire, Borough 
of Belfast (South Belfast Division). 


PETITIONS. 
EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
BILL. 

Petitions against : 


and Maidstone ; 


From Mexborough : 
to lie upon the Table. 


LONDON WATER BILL. 
Petition from Lambeth, for alteration ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


PREVENTION OF CORRUPTION IN 
TRADE. 

Petitions for legislation ; From Grays ; 
Malvern; Chard; Yeovil; Maidstone : 
Keynsham: Salisbury; Rothwell: Mur- 
ton: Brighouse: Queensbury: Low 
Moorsley ; Cardiff; Easington Lane : 
Lea and Holloway; Great Horton; 
Shetteld ; Keyworth; North Shields ; 
Hucknall Torkard ; Peterborough ; St. 
George: Wolverton ; Shepshed; Fenny 
Stratford ; Stoney Stanton; Ashby de la 


Zouch ; Pendleton ; Huntingdon ; Cinder- 
ford; Abersychan; Slough; Castle 


Mr. Speaker. 
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Howard ; Manchester; Thirsk; Wirks- 
worth ; Ulverston; Cinderhill: Silsoe : 
Wishaw ; Glossop Dale; Compstall ; 


Ynysybwl ; Bream ; Ramsgate ; Margate ; 
Bromsgrove ; Rugeley ; Tamworth ; New 
Mills; Hadfield ; Carluke ; Strathaven ; 
Long Eaton ; Stapleford ; Langley Mill; 
and, High Wycombe; to lie upon the 
Table. 


CANADIAN CATTLE (IMPORTATION), 
Petitions for the abolition of restric- 
sions; From Maidstone; Grays; Mal- 
vern; Chard; Yeovil; Cardiff; Hun- 
tingdon ; Keynsham ; Salisbury ; 
Rothwell; Brighouse ; Murton ; Queens- 
bury ; Low Moorsley; Easington Lane , 
Great Horton; Lea and Holloway : 
Sheffield ; Silsoe; Shepshed; Keyworth; 
Hucknall Torkard; North Shields: 
High Wycombe; St. Georg’: Ashby de 
la Zouch; Wolverton; Stoney Stanton: 


Abersychan: Fenny Stratford ; Pendle- 
ton; Slough; Newtonshaw: Alva; 
Manchester : Alloa; Wirksworth : Ulver- 


ston: Cinderhill; Thirsk: Wishaw : 
Peterborough P Glossop Dale: Compstall : 
Cinderford: Bream; Ynysybwl ; Rams- 
gate: Margate: Bromsgrove: Tam 
worth ; Rugeley ; Havtield ; New Mills: 
Hadfield ; Carluke; Strathaven: Lang- 
ley Mills and Alderear; Long Eaton : 
and Stapleford : to lie upon the Table. 
EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES 
BILL. 
Petitions for alteration: 
bury: Maidstone: Grays: 
Chard : Yeovil; Keynsham : 
Murton Colliery ; 
Low Moorsley : 


rom: Queens 
Malvern : 
Salisbury : 
Rothwell : Brighouse : 
Cardiff;  kasington 
Lane; Larkhall; Lea and Holloway: 
Shettield ; Keyworth: Nor h Shields: 
Hucknall Torkard; Peterborough ; Glas- 
Zow ; Shepshed ; Bletchley : Ashby de 
la Zouch ; Stoney Stanton: Wolverton : 
Huntingdon ; High Wy- 
combe: Castle Howard: Manchester : 
Wirksworth ; Ulverston; Cinderhill : 
Silsoe: Thirsk; Wishaw: Glossop 
Dale: Compstall: Slough; Cinderford : 


Abersychan : 


Ynysybwl: Bream: Ramsgate; Mar- 
gate; Bromsgrove; Tamworth: Ruge: 
lev; Hayfield: New Mills: Hadfield - 


Carluke: Strathaven; Long Eaton: 
Stapleford; and Langley Mill: to he 
upon the Table. 
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17 Returns, 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
PARLIAMENTARY PAPERS (RECESS). 
The following papers, presented by 
Command of His Majesty during the 
were delivered to the Librarian 
ot the House of Commons during the 
Recess, pursuant to the Standing Order 

of the 14th August 1896 :— 


) 12 
Recess, 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 
Copies of Diplomatic and Consular Re- 
ports, Nos. 2875 to 2906. 
REPORTS (MISCELLANEOUS 
SERIES). 
Copies of Diplomatic and Consular 
Reports, Nos. 580 to 583. 


[RADE 


-PREATY SERIES (No. 12, 192). 
Copy of Convention regulating the 
relephone Service between Great Britain 
ind France. Signed at Paris, 29th July, 


1902. 


COLONIAL REPORTS (ANNUAL). 

C pies ot Reports, Nos. 359 (Gibraltar, 
\unual Report tor 1901), 360 (Straits 
settlements, Annual Report for 1901), 

(Sterra Leone, Annual Report for 
01), 362 (British Honduras, Annual 
eport for 1901), 363 (Turks and Caicos 
Islands, Annnal Report for 1901), 364 
(Seychelles, Annual Report for 1901), 
9 (Bahamas, Annual Report for 1901-2, 
vith a Report on the Salt Industry of 
Inagna), 366 (Fiji, Annual Report for 
VOL), 367 (Ceylon, Annual Report for 
NOL), 568 (Barbados, 
for 1901-2). 
COLONIAL REPORTS (MISCELLANEOUS). 

Copies of Reports, No 20 (Wei-hai- 
Wei) |General . eport by Mr. G. J. Hare, 
\cting-Assistant Commissioner], and No. 
21 [Dominica (Reports on the Caribs ot 
Dominica) |]. 


| 
| 


| 
| 
| Annual Report 


SOUTH AFRICA. 

Copy of Papers relating to an interview 
between the Secretary of State for the 
‘olonies and Generals Botha, De Wet, 

nd De Ja Rey, on 5th September, 1902. 

WEST INDIES. 

Copy of Correspondence relating to the 
Voleanie Eruptions in St. Vincent and 
Martinique, in May, 1902, with Map and 
Appendix. 
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Reports, de, 18 
STRAITS SETTLEMENTS (FEDERATED 
MALAY STATES). 

Copy of Reports on the Federated Malay 
States for 1901. 


QUEENSLAND. 
Copy of Papers relating to the Pacific 
Island Labourers’ Act, 190i, of the 
Commonwealth of Australia. 


MINES AND QUARRIES. 

Copy of General Report and Statistics 
for the year 1901, Part IIL, Output ; 
General Report and Statistics relating to 
the Output and Value of the Minerals 
raised in the United Kingdom, the 
amount and value of the metals pro 
duced, and the exports and imports of 
Minerals. 


PRISONS (ENGLAND AND WALES). 

Copy of Report of the Commissioners 
of Prisons and the Directors of Convict 
Prisons, with Appendices, for the year 
ended 3lst March, 1902. 


FACTORIES AND WORKSHOPS. 
Copy ot Report of the Chief Inspector 
of Factories and Workshops tor 19001, 
Part Il. Tables. 


REFORMATORY AND INDUSTRIAL 
SCHOOLS (GREAT BRITAIN). 
Copy of Forty fifth Report of His 
Majesty’s Inspector of Reformatory and 
Industrial Schools for 1901. Part II. 
General Report and Appendices IIT. to 


XL. 


VENTILATION OF FACTORIES AND 
WORKSHOPS. 

Copy of First Report with Appendices 
of the Departmental Committee appointed 
by the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department to inquire into the Ventila- 
tion of Factories and Workshops. 


EXPLOSIONS (EXPLOSION OF DETON- 
ATORS AT THE PATENT ELECTRIC 
SHOT-FIRING COMPANY'S FACTORY, 
NEAR CHORLEY, LANCASHIRE). 
Copy of Report by Major A. Cooper- 

Key, His Majesty's Inspector of  ix- 

plosives, to the right hon. the Secretary 

of State for the Home Department, on 
the circumstances attending an accident 
which oceurred at the factory of the 
patent Electric Shot-Firing Company, 
near Chorley, Lancashire, on the 19th 
June, 1902. 
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EXPLOSIONS (ACCIDENT AT MESSRS. 
PAIN AND SONS’ FACTORY AT MIT- 

CHAM, SURREY). 

Copy of Report by Captain A. P. H. 
Desborough, His Majesty’s Inspector of 
Explosives, to the right hon. the Seere- 
tary of State for the Home Department, 
on the circumstances attending an 
accident which occurred in the building 
for non-explosive ingredients at the 
factory ot Messrs. James Pain and Sons, 
at Mitcham, Surrey, on the 5th June, 
1902. 


SALMON FISHERIES (ROYAL COM- 
MISSION). 

Copy of Report of the Roval Com- 
missioners on Salmon Fisheries (Part I1.. 
Minutes ot Evidenee and Indexes; Part 
[1i., Appendix, Sections f. and IL). 

PATRIOTIC FUND. 

Copy ot Fortieth Report ot the Royal 

Commissioners of the Patriotic Fund. 
MILITARY PRISONS. 

Copy of Report on the Discipline and 
Managenient of Military Prisons, 1901. 

ARMY (REMOUNT DEPARTMENT). 

Copy ot Report of the Court of In- 
quiry onthe Administration of the Army 
Remount Department. 

ARMY (SELF-PROPELLED LORRIES). 

Copy of Report on Trials of Self- 
propelled Lorries for Military purposes, 


held at Aldershot from 4th to 19th 
December, 1901. 
ARMY (SPECIAL PENSIONS). 
Copy ot Return for the vear 
ended 3ist Mareh, 1902, of Pensions 
specially granted under Articles 730, 
11734, and 1207 of the Army Pay 


Warrant. 


FISHERIES (IRELAND). 

Copy ot Report of the Department of 
Agriculture and Technical Instruction 
for Ireland on the Sea and Inland 
Fisheries of Ireland tor 1901. Part I. 
General Report. 


LUNACY (IRELAND). 
Copy of Fifty-first Report, with Ap- 
pendices, of Inspectors of Lunaties (Ire. 
land) tor the vear 1901. 
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AGRICULTURAL STATISTICS 
(IRELAND). 

Copy of Abstracts showing the <Acre- 
age under Crops and the number oj 
Live Stock in each County and Province 
of Ireland for the year 1901-2. 


ROYAL UNIVERSITY OF IRELAND. 

Copy of Twentieth Report of the Royal 
University of Ireland. being for the year 
1901. 


IRISH LAND COMMISSION (PRO 
CREEDINGS). 
Copy of Return of Proceedings during 
the months of April, May, June, and 
July, 1902. 


IRISH LAND COMMISSION (JUDICIAL 
RENTS). 
Copy of Return for the month ot 
Deeember, 1901. 


BANKING, RAILWAY, AND SHIPPING 
STATISTICS (IRELAND). 

Copy of Keport on the Banking, Rail- 

Way, and Shipping Statisties of Lreland 

for the half-year ended 30th June.31902. 


FISHERY BOARD (SCOTLAND). 
Copy of Twentieth Annual Report ot 
the Fishery Board for Scotland, being 
for the year 1901, Part LI. 


LOCAL TAXATION ACCOUNT (SCOT 
LAND) ACT, 189s. 

Copy of Return showing the Total 
Payments into and out of the 
Taxation (Seotland) Account for the 
financial vear 1961-2. 


Local 


BOARD OF EDUCATION. 

Copy of Report for the year 1901 on 
the Museums, Colleges, and Institutions 
under the administration of the Board 
of Edueation. 


BOARD OF EDUCATION, 
Copy of Lists of Schools under the 
administration of the Boird of Eduea- 
tion, 1901-2. 


BOARD OF EDUCATION, 

Copy of (1) Grants paid to School 
Boards under Section 97 Elementary 
Education Act, 1870, (2) School Board 
Accounts, (3) List of Loans, for 1901-2. 
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BOARD OF EDUCATION. 


Copy of Report of the Board of Educa- 
tion tor the vear 1901-2. 


IMPERIAL INSTITUTE (INDIAN 
SECTION). 
Copy of Annual Report of the Imperial 
Institute (Indian Section) for the year 
1901-2. 


EAST INDIA (TRADE). 
Copy of Review of the Trade of India, 


1901-2. 


EAST INDIA (STATISTICAL 
ABSTRACT). 
Copy of Statistical Abstract relating to 
British India, from 1891-2 to 1900-1901. 


Thirty-sixth Number. 


RAILWAY ACCIDENTS. 

Copy of Returns of Accidents 
Casualties as reported to the Board of 
Trade by the several Railway Companies 
in the United Kingdom during the six 
months ended 30th June, 1002, tore ther 
with Reports of the Inspecting Officers of 
he Railway Department to the Board ot 
Trade upon certain Accidents which were 


and 


RAILWAY SERVANTS (HOURS OF 
LABOUR). 
Copy of Return, in pursuance of Sec 
tion + of the Regulation of Railways Act. 
Iss, of Railway Servants of certain 


Classes who were oh one or more OCCASIONS H 


during the mouth of December, 1901, on 
lutve on the United 
Kingdom for more than twelve hours at 
atime: or who, after being on duty more 
than twelve hours were allowed to resume 
work with less than nine hours’ rest. 


the railways of 


CENSUS OF ENGLAND AND 
WALES, 1901. 

Copy of Census of England and Wales, 
1901, (Counties of Devon, Hants (South- 
wapton), Surrey, Gloucester, Sussex, 
Northumberland, Nottingham, Worcester, 
Derby, Lincoln, and Norfolk). 


PETERHEAD HARBOUR. 
Copy ot Report respecting Peterhead 
Harbour Works. 


Ordered, That the said Papers do lie 
upon the Table 
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| SEA FISHERTES (IRELAND) ACT, 1853. 


thereto 


Return presented, relative 
to lie 


\{ordered 11th July: Mr Mowe); 
upon the Table. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 
Account presented, ot Receipts and 
Expenditure of the Paymaster General 
on behalf of the Supreme Court of 
Judicature in respect of the Funds ot 
Suitors of the Court in the vear ended 
28th February. 1902, and of Account ot 
the National Debt Commissioners for 
the same period in respect of Funds held 
by them on behalf of the Supreme Court 
of Judicature, with the Report of the 
Comptroller and Auditor General there- 
on [by Aet]; to lie upon the Table, and 
to be printed. | No. 353.| 
SUPERANNUATIONS 
Copy presented, ot Treasury Minute. 
dated 14th August, 1902, declaring that 
for the due and ethcient discharge of the 
duties of the office ot Inspector ot 
| Fisheries, Board of Trade, professional 
or other peculiar qualifications not ordin- 
arily to be acquired in the Public Service 
ure required iby Act]; to lie upon the 
| Table. 


SUPERANNUATIONS. 


' Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, 


idated 2nd September, 1902, declaring 
that for the due and eflicient discharge 


| of the duties of the oftices of such 
| Veterinary Inspectors and Assistant 
} Veterinary Inspectors ( Board ot Agri 


'eulture) at Ports as do give thei: whole 
time to their official duties, protessiona | 
or other peculiar ualitications not ordin- 
arily to be acquired in the Public Service 
are required |by Act]: to lie upon the 
Table. 


SUPERANNUATION ACT, ISs4. 

Copy presented, ot Treasury Minute, 
dated Ist October, 1902, declaring that 
| Robert Henry, Engineer, Revenu 
| Cruiser “ Vigilant,’ Customs, was ap- 
| pointed without a Civil Service certificate 
through inadvertence on the part of the 
Head of his Department |by Act]; to 
lie upon the Table. 


SUPERANNUATION ACT, IS84. 
Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, 
dated 3rd September, 1902, declaring 
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that John Sands, lad, Royal Laboratory, | 
War Office, was appointed without a 
Civil Service certificate, through inad- | 
vertence on the part of the Head of his 
Department [by Act|; to lie upon the 
Table. 
EAST INDLA (LOANS RAISED IN 
ENGLAND). 

Copy presented, of return of all Loans 
rvsed in England, chargeable on the 
Revenues of India, outstanding at the 
commencement otf the half-vear ending 
on the 50th September, 1902 [by Act] ; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
No. 354.] 


EAST INDIA (EXAMINATIONS). 

Copy presented, of Regulations for 
Examinations tor the Civil Service of 
India [by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 

REFORMATORY AND INDUSTRIAL 

SCHOGLS (IRELAND). 

Copy presented, of Fortieth Report ot 
the Inspector tor the year 1901 [by 
Command]: to lie upon the Table. 


NATIONAL EDUCATION (IRELAND). 
Copy presented, of Appendix, Section 

IIl. to the Sixty-eighth Report of the 

(‘ommissioners of National Edueation in 

lreland, for the vear 1901 [| by Command |; 

to lie upon the Table. 

CRIMINAL LAW AND PROCEDURE (IRE- 
LAND) ACT, 1887 (PROCLAMATIONS). 
Copies presented, of Seventeen Pro- 

clamations, dated 1st September, 1962, 

applying certain of the provisions of the 

Criminal Law and Procedure (Ireland) 

Act, I8s87, to the counties, county 

horoughs, and rural and urban districts 

in lreland therein respectively mentioned 
by Act]: to lie upon the Table. 
CAPITAL PUNISHMENT (IRELAND). 
Copy presented, of Rules made by the 

Chiet Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 

of Ireland, pursuant to the provisions of 

the Capital Punishment Amendment 

Act. 1868, tor regulating the execution 

of Capital Sentences in Lreland {by Act}: 

to lie upon the Table. Pas 
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PAWNBROKERWN’ RETURNS (IRELAND), 

Copy presented, of Returns from the 
City Marshal of Dublin for the year 
ended 3lst December 1901, |by Act]: to 
lie upon the Table. 


NAVY (COURTS MARTIAL). 
Copy presented, of Return of the 
number of Courts Martial held and 
Summary Punishments inflicted during 
the year 1901 [by Command}: to lie 
upon the Table. 


GREENWICH OBSERVATORY. 
Copy presented, of Report of the 
Astronomer Royal to the Board of 
Visitors of the Royal Observatory, 
Greenwich | by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table. 


NAVY (SHIPS BOILERS). 


Return presented, relative thereto 
fordered 13th May; Lord  Chirles 
Le resford) ; to lie upon the Table. 

NAVAL TRAINING SHIPS. 

Return presented relative thereto 
[ordered 19th June: Afr. Churles 
IM? Arthur] : to lie upon the Table. 

POLLING DISTRICTS (COUNTY OF 


WARWICK). 

Copy presented, of Order made by the 
County Council of the County of Warwick 
on the 5th May, 1902, altering certain 
Polling Districts in the County | by Act]; 
to he upon the Table. 

POLLING DISTRICTS (COUNTY 

NORTHUMBERLAND). 

Copy presented, of Order made by the 
County Council of the County of 
Northumberland altering certain Polling 


Districts in the County [by Act]: to he 
upon the Table. 
FACTORY AND WORKSHOP ACTS 


(SPECIAL EXCEPTION NIGHT WORK 
LEAD AND ZINC MINES). 
Copy presented, of Order, dated 22nd 
August, 1902, made by the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department in pur- 


! suance of Section 54 of the Factory and 


INTERMEDIATE EDUCATION 
(IRELAND). 

Copy presented. ot Additional Rule 
made by the Intermediate Education 
Board for Ireland, dated 3rd September, 
1902 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


Workshop Act, 1901,extending the special 
exception under that section to concen 
tration works at Lead and Zine Mines, 
so far as regards young persons of the 
age of 16 years and upwards {by Act}; 
to lie upon the Table. 
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WORKSHOP ACTS 


rAcCTORY AND 
AND UNHEALTHY 


(DANGEROUS 

INDUSTRIES). 

Copy presented, of Regulations dated 
12th August, 1902, made by the Secre- 
tary of State for the Home Department, 
in pursuance Of Section 79 of the 
Factory and Workshop Act, 1901, for 
the manufacture of felt hats where any 
inflammable solvent is used [by Act]; to 
jie upon the Table. 


PRISONS (SCOTLAND). 

Copy presented, of Order made by the 
Secretary for Scotland, closing the ex- 
isting Prison of Inverness [by Act]; to 
lie upon the Table. 


rREATY SERIES (No. 13, 1902) 
Copy presented, of Declaration amend- 
ing Article XI. of the Treaty between 
the United Kingdom and Austria- 


Hungary, of 3rd December, 1873, tor 


Surrender of Fugitive 
Criminals. Signed at London, 26th 
June, 1901. Ratifications exchanged at 
London, 25th June, 1902 [by Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


the Mutual 


ARMY (REMOUNT DEPARTMENT). 

Cop presented, of Minutes of Evidence 
taken before the Court of Inquiry on the 
Administration of the Army Remount 
Department, together with Appendices 
‘by Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


ARMY (REMOUNT DEPARTMENT). 

Copy presented, of Reports by Officers 
ppointed by the Commander-in Chief to 
inquire into the working of the Remount 
Department Abroad [by Command]; to 
lie upon the Table. 


PAPERS LAID UPON THE TABLE BY 
THE CLERK OF THE HOUSE 

1. Companies (Winding-up) Act, 1890. 
—Copy of General Rule made pursuant 
ty Section 26 of The Companies (Wind- 
ing-up) Act, 1890, dated 14th August, 
1902 [by Act}. 

2, Mersey Docks and Harbour Board. 
—Copy of Accounts of the Mersey Docks 
und Harbour Board for the year ending 
Ist July, 1902 [by Act}. 

3. Publie Records (Treasury).—Copy 


of Schedule containing a List and 
Particulars of Classes of Documents 
which have been removed from the 
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Solicitor’s Department of the Treasury 
to the Public Record Office, but which 
are not considered of sufficient public 
value to justify the preservation therein 
[by Act}. 


(2.15.) QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 

sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): I wish to ask the 
Prime Minister if the Motion he intends 
to move presently will allow the discus 
sion after twelve oclock at night of what 
are called “ Forty days on the Table’ 
Motions. It is just possible there may he 
a Home Office Rule laid on the Table of 
these autumn sittings to which we may 
wish to call attention: hence mi 
(Question. 

THe PRIME MINISTER anp FIRST 
LORD or THE TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
BaLrour, Manchester, E.): Yes, I think 
the right hon. Baronet is right. [ do not 
think it would be proper for the Hous: 
to exclude from itself the possibility of 
discussing such a matter as this. 


THE CONDITION OF TRELAND. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN (Kilkenny) 
I desire, on behalf of the — Irish 
party, to ask the Leader of the House 
whether, in view of recent occurrences in 
Ireland, he is prepared to give early, 
ample, and special time for the discussion 
of the condition of things in that country. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: T beg to thank 
the hon. Gentleman for his courtesy in 
giving me notice of this Question. [ de 
not think it is either necessary or desir 
able to give the special facilities which 
the hon, Gentleman seeks. 


Mr. WILLIAM O’BRIEN (Cork): 1 
would ask the Prime Minister whether, 
havingregard tothetact that my hon. friend 
speaks for eighty-two of the representa- 
tives of Ireland, and that the events that 
are occurring in Ireland are matters 
requiring immediate discussion, he wil! 
not look into the question a little furthe: 
and see if he can not give us at least one 
day for the discussion of these matters, 
and whether even the loss of a day might 
not possibly turn out to be a good 
economy of time for the Government, 
while giving common fair play to the 
representatives of Ireland. 








a7 Business of 


Mr. A J. BALFOUR: I do not think 
it would be an economy of time to have 
a day formally given wp to the discussion 
of Irish affairs in addition to all the 
opportunities which no doubt hon. Gentle- 
men will find for dealing with affairs in 
Ireland. 


Mr. JOHN MORLEY (Montrose 
Burghs): Without at all interfering or ex- 
pressing an opinion as to the policy of the 
Government in Ireland, may | not put it to 
the right hon. Gentleman that in former 
timesit wasalways the practice to introduce 
a coercive system for Ireland by long dis- 
cussions in this House?) The right hon. 
Gentleman introduced and passed a Bill 


—pethaps wisely; IT do not pass any 
opinion upon that—which prevented any 
form of discussion before coercion was 


introduced. [ would submit to him for 
consideration whether he should not on 
his occasion, when so large a portion of 
Ireland has been placed under exceptional 
law, grant the request of hon, Gentlemen 
helow the gangway. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The right hon. 
(sentleman probably remembers that we 
had a discussion upon the placing of 
certain parts of Ireland under proclama- 
tion during the earlier part of this 
Session, and I do not know that a re- 
newed discussion on the same_ topic 
would serve any public interest. Of 
course, if the Front Opposition Bench 
were to take such a view of the govern- 
ment of Ireland as to justify them in 
asking for a day in order to condemn 
formally the policy of the Government, 
that day would at once be granted. I 
do not think it is in conformity with the 
ordinary usages and practices of this 
House to grant the request in the form 
in which it has been made this afternoon. 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: May LT ask 
whether, in giving his answer, the right 
hon. Gentleman is aware that amongst 
the occurrences we have to complain of 
since the House last met is the pro- 
clamation of the city of Dublin, where, 
on the authority of the Judges them- 
selves, there is absolutely no crime. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: 
hon. Member is 
juestion. 


The 
the 


Order, order! 
now debating 


\COMMONS} 





the House. YN 


Mr. WILLIAM O'BRIEN: May I ask 
the Prime Minister whether he has not 
just now laid down the position that he 
will give a day for the discussion of the 
grievances of Ireland if a British party 
demand it, but that he will not give a 
day for that purpose when it is demanded 
by five-sixths of the representatives of 


Ireland. 
AN Irish MemBer:: It’s the old story, 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Precisely. It 
is the old storv. I am following, as | 
propose to follow, the time-honoured 
tradition of this House, under which a 
day tor a vote of censure is not granted 
except on the demand of the Opposition. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: And I was 
ealled to order a few minutes ago for 
saying that there was one law for the 
British and another for the Irish Mem ber. 


Mr. 


there is. 


McVEAGH 


(Down. %S.): So 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: 
the right hon. Gentleman will allow me 
to ask if | am to assume that his reply 
to the right hon. Gentleman on the 
Front Opposition Bench isa reply to me, 
and that we will get a day ? 


Perhaps 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think the 
hon. Gentleman must settle that with 
his friends on the Front Opposition Bench, 
BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE (AUTUMN 

SITTINGS). 

(2.35.) Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I rise, Sir, 
to move the resolution which was placed 
on the paper before the House separated 
in August last—namely, ** That, for the 
remainder of the Session, Government 
business do have precedence at every 
sitting, and at the conclusion of Govern- 
ment business on each day Mr. Speaker 
do adjourn the House without Question 
put.” I have very little to say on the 
subject except what the House is already 
thoroughly familiar with. We have 
resumed our work at this early date 
because we have before us the business 
of dealing with the Education Bill. and of 
carrying our proceedings on that Bill to 
a successful termination. There is one 
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other large and important measure which 
ye must also finish and on which sub- 
stantial progress has been made. I mean 
the London Water Bill, which is a 
measure of the greatest importance tothe 
metropolis. There are some other abso- 
lutely necessary matters which would 
nave been dealt with in the earlier part 
f the session had we not thought it 
desirable to make continuous progress 
with the Edueation Bill, and reserve 
them for the autumn. We must 
the Expiring Laws Continuance Bill. 
ind we must have a resolution in connec- 
tion with the treaty on the sugar 
bounties. We ought certainly to intro- 
duce a Bill making it practically possible 
for the nation to accept the gracious 
gift which His Majesty has made in 
respect to Osborne. There must be a 
Vote in Supply to carry out the eondi- 
tions of peace in connection with the 
fransvaal, and I must ask the House to 
turn the new Sessional Orders into Stand- 
ing Orders—a matter which I do not 
think ought to take any very great time 
—and, of course, we will deal with the 
Indian Budget. and it may be that we 
shall also have to deal with the question 
of the Uganda Railway. I do not anti- 
cipate that the list I have read out will 
inany way prolong the length of our 
autumnal labours, because, as the House 
isaware, there must be some interstices 
in the consideration of the Education 
Bill which may thus be usefully filled 
up. There are a few other measures on 
the Order Paper, which I think, are 
uncontroversial. With regard to these 
| shall certainly not think of asking the 
House to make any exceptional exertions, 
but, if there is a general desire that 
they should pass, I think they ought 
to pass into law. That, Sir, is really 
the statement which the House probably 
desires I should make on the question. 
lam not going to justify the course we 
have pursued in asking the House to 
meet again in the autumn. ‘Those 
reasons are perfectly weil known to all 
parties, and it will be sufficient, therefore, 
it nowask you to put the Resolution 
irom the Chair. 


pass 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
* That, for the remainder of the Session, 
Government Business do have precedence 
it every Sitting, and at the conclusion 
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of Government Business on each day, 
Mr. Speaker do adjourn the House 
without Question put.” (Mr. Bolton.) 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Is there not 
a supplementary Vote of £3,000 for the 
allowance to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland which must be passed? I am 
very anxious about that Vote. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am not aware 
that there is any necessity to bring in a 
supplementary Vote on that subject. If 
the hon. Gentleman will put a Question 
to me on the matter | will inquire 
into It. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: 


tainly told me so last session. 


You cer- 


Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 8.) said the 
right hon. Gentleman had given the 
Ilouse a most meagre statement, and one 
far from satisfying the natural curiosity 
of the House. Of course none of them 
desired to prolong their sitting beyond 
what was absolutely necessary. He would 
not now comment upon the main pur- 
pose for which the right hon. Gentleman 
had called them together, although he 
was tempted to ask him whether, after 
the expression of opinion he had received 
from the country during the recess, he 
would not have done better to reconsider 
his position. He could assure the right 
hon. Gentleman that they were not 
afraid of coming to close quarters with 
him on the Education Bill. The House 
must not forget that there were several 
important differences between the position 
in which they stood now and that in 
which the House stood in 1893, when 
time was given to the Government for 
carrying on the business that stood over 
from the earlier part of the Session. In 
1893 they met in the autumn in order 
to carry the Parish Councils Bill. That 
was a Bill upon which both sides of the 
Hlouse were agreed, and the second read- 
ing of which was not opposed. They 
had now a Bill which was not merely 
a question of the keenest controversy 
between the majority and the minority, 
but also between the majority of this 
House and the country. In 1895 there 
was a safety valve in the power of moving 
the adjournment at Question time—a 
power which had since been so greatly 
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curtailed as to have been practically 
extinguished. He asked the right hon. 
Gentleman to give the House an assur- 
ance that when any question of urgency 
and importance arose, he would allow 
the House an opportunity of discussing 
it. One such question had arisen in 
regard to Ireland—the question of the 
use which the Government were making 
of the powers which the law placed in 
their hands—and it might at any 
moment assume an even more menacing 
aspect. There were questions connected 
with the state of things in South Africa. 
He was afraid the position in South 
Africa was full of difficulty, and that 
these difficulties were not diminishing. 
Then, in the last fortnight we had seen 
the smouldering embers of unrest in 
the East again bursting into flame. 
These were only three of many questions 
which might arise, and which the House 
ought to have an opportunity o! diseus- 
sing. No doubt the right hon. Gentle- 
man would tell him that such an oppor- 
tunity would be given if a vote of no 
confidence were proposed. But that 
was not by any means the most con- 
venient way of dealing with such 
matters. There were many cases in 
which the House had a right to fuller 
or better information than could be 
elicited by means of Questions across 
the Table, and they desired to have 
opportunities of expressing their opinions 
on subjects which could not be suitably 
raised by a vote of no confidence. The 
right hon. Gentleman had not given 
them some information which he thought 
they were entitled to have. Would he 
give an undertaking that there would be 
no suspension of the Twelve o’Clock 
Rule? He had already made a very 
severe demand on the health and patience 
of hon. Members by ealiing them to- 
gether this autumn, and they ought to 
have some assurance that they would 
not be required to sit after midnight. 
Again, the right hen. Gentleman had 
not indicated the order in which he 
proposed to take the business. Did he 
propose to earry the Education Bill 
through all its stages before taking up 
the London Water Bill? At what point 
between now and Christmas did he 
propose to ask the House to consider the 
Sugar Bounties Convention, and the 
Uganda Railway? Again, the Vote tor 
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carrying out the conditions of peace in 
the Transvaal involved very important 
questions, and the House certainly ought 
to have plenty of time to make up its 
mind in regard to them. Lastly, he 
came to the Rules of Proceedure. Did 
the right hon. Gentleman intend to 
reserve them until the very end of the 
sitting? If so, he would like to utter one 
word of warning. There were large and 
difficult questions which had_ been left 
unsettled, and one Rule had actually been 
left hanging in the air since the middle 
of the session. Another Rule which pro- 
vided tor the beginning of business at 
two o clock had civen rise to very general 
disapproval and discontent, and he was 
sure the House would very much object 
to not having ample time for debating 
these questions. Would it not be better 
to relegate them to the commencement 
of next session? Seeing that so mucho: 
the time of the House would necessarily 
be given to the highly controversial 
measure which the right hon. Gentleman 
had put in the fore-front of _ his 
programme, he did hope the right hon. 
Gentleman would reduce his demands as 
much as possible, and not foree the 
House to deal with questions otf great 
importance with undue and unreuson- 
able haste. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE said the right 
hon. Gentlemen had not made = any 
allusion to the circumstances unde: 
which he had been compelled to make 
this Motion. The House unanimousl) 
put into the Rules of the Procedure— 
on the suggestion ot the hon. Member 
for King’s Lynn—a proviso dealing with 
autumn sittings, and the right hon. 
Gentleman ought to have mentioned 
that the Motion was more severe and 
drastic than he had expected it to be, 
and the question he put to the Prime 
Minister alittle earlierin the sitting—with 
reterence to “ Forty days on the Table ~ 
Motions, only illustrated the tightness 
with which it had been drawn. He 
understood the right hon. Gentleman 
to tell him that motions of the character 
to which he then referred—were not to 
be precluded from discussion, but he feared 
that unless the right hon. Gentleman 
modified his present proposal it would be 
found impossible to debate them after 
midnight. He would like to ask the 
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House to consider the language used by 
the Government in reference to the 
opportunities of private Members for 
discussion under the Rules of  Pro- 
cedure. When the Prime Minister was 
attacked by some of them for having 
deprived the House of opportunities ot 
free discussion, the right hon. Gentle- 
man replied that whilst the proper rights 
ot Members were largely intrenched 
upon, the Government gave a valuable 
consideration in exchange——namely, that 
two nights a week would not be dis- 
turbed by Government interference, and 
that the Government would not in the 
future come down and say they required 
the whole of the time for Government 
business. The Prime Minister had also 
made the statement that the real 
privileges of Members would be greatly 
increased. The matter of the autumn 
sittings had been raised by the hon. 
Member fer King’s Lynn, who pointed 
out that as there was every prospect that 
the Housc would have to sit through 
the wintez, it would be monstrous to 
denythen: cheir right to discuss matters 
other th.» the particular business which 
had nec:.sitated the autumn sitting. 
For his own part he did not suggest that 
the rig! ton. Gentleman would not be 
within his rights in asking at 
period of the autumn sittings for some 
portion of Members’ time, but  aiter the 
words the right hon. Gentleman had 
used about the rights of private Members 
it was amazing that the rule should 
have been drawn so tig'it., and without 
a word of explanation to the House. 
This was not a matter which solely 
affected private Members. It was one in 
which the whole country was concerned. 
lhe right hon. Gentleman the Member tor 
South Aberdeen seemed inclined to think 
his appeal was likely to be aceepted by 
the Government, but the answer which 
had been made to the request ot the 
Irish Members for an opportunity of 
discussing the condition of Ireland was 
by no means encouraging. It was 
suggested that Motions for Adjournment 
would afford an opportunity of  dis- 
cussing important questions, but they 
were not always the most convenient way 
of obtaining the judgment of the House. 
During the autumn the Government 
would have to consider their legislative 
As a matter 
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of fact, there were many subjects on 
which the Government could legislate 
with more safety to themselves and 
satisfaction to the country than the 
Education Bill for which this demand 
was made. There were matters on 
which the Government were pledged 
to legislate, and on which the House 
ought to have an opportunity of express- 
ing its views in a constitutional way. 
There was, for instance, the question ot 
the efficiency of the public service. 
Surely that was not a matter which 
could be dealt with on a Motion for the 
Adjournment of the House. There was 
the Bill dealing with the hours 
of shop assistants, and that was a 
matter which interested a great number 
of people. The Government were pledged 
to deal with this question. How were 
they to induce the Government to act 
up to their pledge unless they possessed 
the only opportunity which a_ tree 
Parliament gave? The (Government 
were also virtually pledged to deal with 
the amendment of the Compensation 
Act. There was a grave danger if they 
had no opportunity of discussing these 
matters that those pledges would 
be forgotten and others would take 
their place, with the result that those 
reforms which the country desired to 
possess would be rendered impossible of 
attainment simply because they would be 
no longer a free Parliament. They would 
have no sort of freedom about their 
deliberations during this autumn session 
The programme put before the House 
would run them right up to the beginning 
of the next financial year. Therefore 
they would tind themselves a muzzled and 
dumb Parliament as regarded all the 
matters which they really desired to 
discuss, and they would be dealing with 
two Bills to which he believed the 
majority of the people were opposed, 
namely, the London Water Bill and the 
Education Bill. | Ministerial cries of 
* No, no.”| He was convinced that that 
was the case, and they would test it pretty 
soon at the County Council Elections. 
The House would be tied up dis- 
cussing these two measures only, and 
would be prevented from discussing any 
of those proposals which might more 
advantageously have been brought before 
the House. : 

(3.8.) Mar. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn 
Regis) thought His Majesty’s ( tovernment 
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were, under the circumstances, fully justi- 
tied in asking for the time of the House for 
the Education bill. It was perfectly true, as 
alleged, that if the Government had taken 
the usual course they could have avoided 
this Motion. They could have done what 
other prudent Governments had done ; 
they could have brought in their Bill at 
the commencement of the session and 
stuck to it to the end instead of dealing 
with the new Rules. But that was 
not done. That milk was spilt, and 
for the Education Bill the Government 
were fully entitled to ask the House to 
give precedence. ‘The original design 
of the Bill was so good, and its promise 
so great of accepting ali such compromises 
as would not destroy the Bill, that too 
much time could not be given to it. 
He hoped it was in the spirit of compro- 
mise that the measure would be conducted 
through the House. Under those cireum- 
stanees. he thought the Government 
were entitled to ask for time. But were 
the Government entitled to all the time 
they were now asking for! It was 
barely six months ago that the House 
came to a new bargain about the Rules, 
made upon a Motion moved by himself 
and accepted by the First Lord of the 
Treasury. By that Motion the private 
Member would be entitled to about one 
quarter of the whole time of the House. 
Surely that was not a very large amount 
of time to leave to all the various 
matters which a private Member was 


entitled to raise. Perhaps in the 


course of this discussion the First 
Lord of the ‘Treasury might be 


induced to still leave them Tuesday 
or Wednesday evening. If he did, 
then they would not suffer so much, 
and they would have an opportunity ot 
raising matters of very considerable im- 
portanee. Take, for instance, the 
Shipping Combine. The right hon. 
Gentleman had made no allusion to that, 
and at present the only means of raising 
a matter of so serious national impor- 
tance would be by moving the ad- 
journment. If His Majesty's Govern- 
ment asked for the time of the House 
for the purpose of the Education Bill 
alone he thought that, under the cir- 
enmstances, they would be justified in 
that course, and the House would grant 
it. But that was not the case, for there 
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There was the Expiring Laws Con- 
tinuance Bill. Were they sure that 
that would not be discussed by hon. 
Members from Ireland and © other 
hon. Gentlemen on the Liberal Benches? 
Then there was to be a resolution on 
the sugar bounties, and that would 
afford discussion for days upon days, 
The First Lord of the Treasury must be 
aware that the very greatest interest 
was taken in the question, for 
it raised the whole question of free 
trade and protection. Next, there was to 
be a Vote in Supply for the Transvaal. 
They had also to pass the Sessional 
Ordersinto Standing Orders, and that was 
an interminable job. The right hon. 
Gentleman must be aware that the time 
he had taken to pass the first and easiest 
part of the new Rules showed that he 
must look forward «a protracted discus- 
sion, Then there was the Indian Budget. 
Had the right hon. Gentleman forgotien 
that on going into Committee on the 
Indian Budget there was the one oppor- 
tunity offered of moving an Amendment 
to the Motion “that Mr. Speaker cdo 
leave the chair” and upon that Motion 
a very long and considerable discussion 
might take place. The right hon. Gentle- 
man sud that he was going to take Votes 
in Supply. That course involved the 
setting up again of Supply and the 
Motion “that Mr. Speaker do leave the 
Chair” on each class of Supply to be dealt 
with. He was not sure that this could 
he done under the new Supply Rule. 
He was not sure that the right hon. 
Gentleman appreciated the effect of it. 
He did not think the Government 
could not take extra days beyond the 
twenty-three already allotted. The 
Committee of Supply was closed and the 
Appropriation Act was passed, and it was 
contrary to all precedent under the circum- 
stances to set up Supply again. He did not 
know whether this point had been con- 
sidered by those who had been elevated to 
the Treasury Bench since the House last 
met, but he seriously committed this ques- 
tion to their attention. His belief was that 
as regarded Supply they could not set it 
up again. Such a course would be con- 
trary to the Sessional Supply Order they 
had already passed. He believed that it 
was wholly unprecedented for any 
Minister to set up Supply in an Autumn 
It was not 


end of a Session. done in 


were many Bills set down and promised. ; 1882 or in 1893, and what was not 


Mr. Gibson Bowles. 





37 


att 
be 
th 
ac 
th 
th: 
Wwe 
bu 
Ed 
he 
we 
to 
rig 
th 
in 
Wo 
the 
be 
of 
al 
As 
c0) 
po 
mi 
mi 
ret 
he 
wi 
mie 


sal 
to 
In 
gre 
shi 
al 
tin 


Ire 
the 
tro 


mi 
pr 


int 
wl 
the 
ot 
of 
ha 


no 
be 
dis 


to 


en 
he 


nt 
do 
On 
on 


res 


he 


alt 
lc 
le. 
yn. 


nt 
he 
‘he 
he 
vas 
(M- 
Lot 
DTL- 
to 
ast 
|es- 
hat 
it 
Oni- 
ivy 
t it 
ny 
ind 
in 


not 





37 Business of 


attempted then could not, he thought, 
be proposed now, either according to 
the ordinary Rules of the House or on 
aceount of the particular Rules which 
the House adopted this session. He 
thought His Majesty’s Government 
would) be well advised to restrict their 
business during this Session to the 
Edueation Bill, and to that alone, and 
he was perfectly convinced that they 
would have very considerable resistance 
to the Motion as it now stood. The 
right hon. Baronet the Member for 
the Forest of Dean was certainly right 
in saving that the Motion as it stood 
would preclude the consideration of any of 
the forty days orders after two o'clock, 
because the Motion ordersat the conclusion 
of Government busines Mr. Speaker to 
adjourn the House without Question put. 
As His Majesty’s Government had 
come to this session with the set pur- 


pose of passing the Education Bill by 
miking all those reasonable compro- 


mises which tender consciences might 
require, and which reason did not forbid, 
he thought the right hon. Gentleman 
would be well advised to restrict his de- 
mand for the time of the House to the 
Edueation Bill alone. 


Mr. CAINE (Cornwall, Camborne, 
said he wanted to make an appeal 
to the Prime Minister with regard to the 
Indian Budget. It was of the very 
greatest importance that this question, 
should be discussed early in the session) 
and protests had always been made from 
time to time against its being delayed. 

At this point the Chief Secretary for 
Ireland (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) entered 
the House, and was received with hisses 
from the lrish Members. 


*Mr. SPEAKER! said hon. Members 
making that noise must desist. Such a 
proceeding was quite unheard of. 


Mr. CAINE, resuming, said that those 
interested in the Indian Budget felt that, 
when the discussion was postponed, 
the House had not sufticient opportunity 
of expressing its opinion on the subject 
of Indian finanee. The Indian Budget 
had in ordinary sessions been postponed 
to near the end, and if it was postponed 
now, until near Christmas Day, it would 
be absolutely impossible to have a 
discussion in this House with regard to 
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the financia! proposals of the Govern- 
ment. He did not remember any year 
in which there were so many events of 
burning interest which ought to be dis- 
cussed in this House. There was one 
particular question which would have to 
be discussed—that of the Indian tea 
planters. ‘Tea planting was one of the 
important industries of India, and in 
connection with that there was the 
question of foreing liquor shops on 
the tea planters against their will 
in order that the liquor might be con- 
sumed by the coolies. He hoped that the 
Prime Minister would arrange for the 
Indian Budget being taken before the 15th 
of next month. Sucha course would give 
the greatest satisfaction not only to the 
increasing number of persons in this 
House who were taking an interest in 
Indian questions, but also to the people of 
India. ‘The Seeretary and the Under 
Secretary for India were now in this 
House, and two very long and important 
speeches would be made on behalf of the 
India Office. He hoped the Prime 
Minister would take into consideration 
the desire of those interested in Indian 
questions that he would give an early 
opportunity for their discussion, 


(3.18.) Mr. WILLIAM O'BRIEN 
said that after the reply given to 
hon. Member for Kilkenny, the Premier 
would scarcely expect that this Motion 
would beaccepted by the representatives of 
Ireland without whatever opposition they 
could give it. If the Motion were passed 
it would mean that so far as the Govern- 
ment were concerned five-sixths of the 
representatives of I[reland were to be 
gagged and closured for the entire period 
of this winter, while the Government 
were engaged in torturing their country 
to the very verge of revolt. It would 
he a better day’s work perhaps for 
England, and possibly for the future of 
the existing Administration, if this were 
a Motion to give the entire time of 
the House to the affairs of  [reland. 
Instead of that they had not spent a 
single day in the whole of this prolonged 
session in remedying what they confessed 
to be the pressing necessities of Ireland, 
while they had wasted many a day in 
trying to still further silence the re- 
presentatives of Ireland, and to wound 
and insult the feelings of the people. 
They were willing to spend any amount 
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of time and money upon any subject or 
country on the face of the globe except 
that place of all others within their 
dominions which most required attention 
from Parliament. One fragment of a 
night was given, something like six 
months ago, to the affairs of Lreland, 
when a Land Bill was introduced. — It 
had never been heard of since, and he 
was glad to learn from this morning’s 
papers that it would never be heard of 
again. It was actually made a crime on 
the part of the lrish representatives that 
they did not immediately accept that 
Bill without demur, although the Chief 
Secretary for Ireland now publicly eon- 
fessed in his speech last night at Bolton 
that that Bill would not settle the Lrish 
land question, and that, in fact. no 
English Government could settle it. The 
right hon. Gentleman had _ not settled 
anything in Ireland, but he had un- 
settled everything there. In a_ way, 
Ireland possibly would be better deservy- 
ing of the attention of this House than 
even the educational civil war in which 
the Government proposed to spend the 
winter. It was the duty of every Irish 
Member to solemnly warn every man 

if there were any on the other side who 
had not made up their minds to support 
outrage—that the people’s good-will 
would be of more value than all the 
people of the Rand, and to warn the 
House that the Chief Secretary, whose 
conduct they were not to discuss any 
more this winter, was creating a state of 
feeling among the Irish people wantonly 
and without a scrap of justification in 
the way of crime, without even believing 
himself in the policy of coercion he was 
earrying out. He was creating a feeling 
among the Irish people, and the Irish 
race, of revolution and of bitter indigna- 
tion which the hon. Member did not care 
to dwell upon. He knew no more 
terrible indictment of the in‘atuation and 
the perfect hopelessness of English rule in 
Ireland than that this state of things was 
occurring in Ireland, when Parliament 
was asked and forced to turn the whole 
of its attention for the next four or 
five months to a matter which, though 
important, might have been disposed of 
if the Government had devoted to it the 
time wasted on the ridiculous new Rules, 
and if they had closed in good time with 
the compromise suggested by his hon. 

Mr. William O Brien, 
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friend the Member for East Mayo. He 
would refer briefly to what was going on in 
Ireland. He would eall no other witness 
than the Chief Secretary himself, whowasin 
nominal command of the coercion campaign, 
The right hon. Gentleman had placed on 
record the now memorable declaration 
that what was going on in Ireland wasa 
struggle between two great organisations 
—the landlords’ organisation and the 
tenants’ organisation—and that not he, 
not the Government, and not this House 
alone could bring the Irish land question 
to a satisfactory settlement. 

*\MIn. SPEAKER said these matters 
could not be debated on this Motion. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.) asked 
whether it would be in order for the hon. 
Member to put down an Amendment 
that this particular topic should be 


discussed. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Whatever — the 
Amendment proposed, it must be  rele- 
vant to this Motion, and no Amendment 
would be in order which is not relevant 


to the Motion. 


Mr. WILLIAM O'BRIEN said he anti- 
cipated the objection of Mr. Speaker. He 
wassure Mr. Speaker would allow him tosay 
that his view was that the Chief Secretary 
had practically thrown up the sponge as 
to the Government of [reland, and that 
the right hon. Gentleman simply 
going blind in the affairs of that country. 
His subordinates in Ireland were carrying 
on the Government in the most unconsti- 
tutional and barbarous way, and this was 
a matter of far more urgeney and im- 


Was 


portance to England, as well as_ Ire- 
land, than even the Education Bill. 
It must be remembered that if this 


Motion were passed they should haye 
still twodays in each week on whicu it 
would be possible ior them to press these 
matters on the attention of the House; 
and in order to justify their claim for 
the retention of these two days, he 
respectfully submitted that it ought not 
to be made impossible for the Irish 
Members to go into some of the par- 
ticulars of the unjustifiable state of the 
Governnent of Ireland in order to 
illustrate the state of Ireland. No 
further did he intend to go. 
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*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! | 
observe that the hon. Member is desirous 
to comply with the Rules of the House ; 
but it is impossible for me to permit an 
argument of that kind on this Motion 
fhe hon. Member will see that if that 
were not so, any hon. Member might 
say, I object to this Motion because the 
Education Bill is s» bad that L wish to 
alter it, and I wish, in order to illustrate 
my argument, to make a Second Reading 
speech.” L regret that the Rules of the 
House prevent me from allowing the hon. 
Member to proceed in that direction. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: I submit that 
alter the words in the Motion ** for the 
remainder of the Government 
Susiness do have precedence at every 
sitting.” there might be inserted. 
“except those days when any Bill or 
Motion relating to the affairs of Ireland 
is set down.” 


session, 


*Mrn. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
could not discuss upon that Motion the 
action of the Chief Seeretary — tor 


Ireland. 
Mr. WILLIAM O'BRIEN said he did 


not intend to controvert the ruling of 
Mr. Speaker. He was sure these new 
Rules had brought more trouble to Mr. 
Speaker than to the Irish Members. His 
experience in this House was that in the 
older times and under the older Rules 
there was still something like free 


speech. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I did not say that 
this is any new Rule. These Motions 
for the Government taking the time of 
House have been made for many many 
years in this House, and upon all 
occasions no debate of the kind the hon. 
Member is proposing to initiate would 
have been in order. 


Mr. WILLIAM O’BRIEN' said he 
should not contest the matter further. 
[Laughter from the Government 
Benches, and eries of “Order!” anda 
voice: ‘The Education of  Eng- 
land ! ”’} That was simply the 
kind of thing which made English- 
men loved” in Ireland | Loud 
cheers from the Irish Benches.] He 
simply desired to state that if this 
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Motion was rejected by the House, if 
they still got time to address this House 
on the grievances of Ireland, it would be 
perfectly easy for them to show—and 
that was the lines of the argument he 
urged asagainst this Motion —that what 
was going on in Ireland was not a war 
against crime, but a war against public 
opinion, against the whole mass of the 
elected representatives of the people of 
every category —ol Parliament, ot Cor- 
porations, of County Councils, and of Dis- 
trict Councils. They should be able to 
show the House that the Government 
were doing absolutely a new thing, the 
most unwarrantable thing in the whole 
history of L[reland. in imposing such a 
tyranny ona country which was without 
any crime or bloodshed, and on a quest‘on 
in which the Chief Secretary himself con- 
fessed that the Irish Members sere inthe 
right and their opponents in the wrong. 
But this he would say: that the Govern- 
ment might cut themselves out of the 
opportunity of discuss.ng these things 
here, as well as in Ireland; they might 
sit on the safety valve; but they knew 
very little of Irish nature, or indeed of 
ordinary human nature, if they imagined 
that they could go on in that way with- 
out raising a spirit for which their worst 
enemies, perhaps, would thank them. 


*Sir ALBERT ROLLIT (Islington, 
S.) said he had no objection to the 
proposal of the Prime Minister, but in 
the discussion which had taken place in 
regard to the subjects on which the 
House was to occupy the autumn there 
had been no reference to one which 
appeared to him to be of urgent import- 
ance, in which time was a chiet factor, 
and one which affected great public 
and private interests. He meant the 
subject of the Savings Banks. A Select 
Committee on Savings Banks sat last 
session under the chairmanship of the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer—and atten- 
tion was given to the question of the 
deficiency which existed, and would be 
largely increased, after the automatic 
reduction of the interest on Consols in 
1903. The Committee recommended 
that there should be a reduction of the 
interest paid by the State to the Savings 
Banks to the extent of an-eighth per 
cent., and also several administrative 
The Savings Banks year 
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aud he could hardly conceive it possible 
that there could be legislation after- 
wards of a retrospective character, which 
would be injurious to the banks and 
most inconvenient to the large bodies 
of the depositors. He suggested this 
matter to the Government for their ¢on- 
sideration, though personally he had not 
favoured any reduction of interest, and 
did not desire it or think it absolutely 
necessary, and asked them to say whether, 
and if so when, they proposed to deal 
with this question, which affected both 
the State and private individuals to a 
large extent. He believed that the result 
of the Government failing to say this 
definitely would lead to uncertainty, 
which already existed, and which was 
highly disadvantageous to the p-ople, and 
to the greatest inconvenience on the part 
of the bank managers. Inasmuch as 
time was of the greatest importance in 
this regard, and it legislation was to take 
effect next year, the latter must be ac- 
complished soon, so as to give ample 
notice to all concerned, and the House 
should be informed what the Govern- 
ment meant to do. 


(3.38) Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Car- 
narvon Boroughs) said that before coming 
to the question of the Education Bill, he 
wished to refer in afew words te two 
other points. Shortly before the adjourn- 
ment he had asked the Prime Minister 
or the Chancellor of the Exchequer as 
to the Vote for the Transvaal, and was 
informed that that would not be necessary 
at all. He was very glad to hear that 
the Government had changed their mind, 
and that an opportunity would be given 
to discuss that Vote. He had also asked 
a Question as to the pecuniary grant that 
was to be made te the Cunard Company. 
He did not understand from the right 
hon. Gentleman whether any oppor- 
tunity would be given for discussing that 
matter. He hoped, however, that if a 
grant of money were to be made to the 
Cunard Company such an opportunity 
for discussing it would be afforded in the 
present session. But, afterall, they had 
been summoned together to proceed 
primarily with the discussion of the 
Edueation Bill. [‘* Hear, hear!” from the 
Government Benches.| That cheer was 
a very feeble one, which, he thought. 

Sir Albert Rollit. 
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was rather indicative of the measure of 
the support which the Bill would receive, 
and that was one of the reasons why he 
was going to oppose the Motion before 
the House. What was the position they 
were in! Here was a Bill of which 
they had disposed of two pages, and 
which they had vet to go over again; 
while there were still seventy pages of 
Amendments to dispose of. Look- 
ing to the number of those Amend- 
ments the Bill was on the ‘ wrong 
grass,” to use the phrase of a right hon. 
Gentleman opposite—even if this were a 
Bill which the country really demanded. 
{An Hox. Member on the Government 
Benches : “* It does.”| The interruption 
came irom an hon. representative of a 
constituency to which the Bill did not 
apply; that was a London Member. 
This was a Bill that clearly nobody 
wanted. He was perfectly certain that 
the Prime Minister did not want it, and 
that the right hon. Gentleman would be 
very glad if he had never had anything 
to do with it. And yet the House was 
asked to give facilities for it, to the 
exclusion of every other subject, such, 
for instance, as the condition of Ireland, 
which was one of the most important 
topics which the House could discuss. 
He did not think any Government had 
the right to press through the House of 
Commons a Bill like this, and ask for 
extra facilities for practically five months. 
Any Parliamentarian who went through 
the Amendments on the Paper must come 
to the conclusion that if the Prime 
Minister wished to force through the 
Bill he could not do so without the use 
of the closure, which would be mon- 
strously unfair, before March next year. 
[Ministerial cries of ““No, no!”] He 
asked hou. Members who had taken the 
same trouble to go through the Amend- 
ments as he had done, whether they 
must not come to the conclusion that 
there was great substance in them and 
that they must be fully discussed, especially 
when the state of public teeling in the 
country in regard to them was considered ! 
{An Hon. MempBer on the Ministerial 
Benches: ‘‘No.”| That wasthevoiceot an- 
other Member for London; but he asked 
Members for constituencies which the Bill 
affected whether they imagined that 
their constituencies really wanted the 
Bill, and whether, on the contrary, they 
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would not prefer that it should be put 
off? He asked the Prime Minister to 
take into account the health of his sup- 
porters. He had been reading every day 
in the columns of the Morning Post a 
long list of casualties, and he found 
that these supporters were breaking 
down under the strain. Already they 
had leave to take rest of from six weeks 
to three months. An hon. Gentleman 
on the other side who supported the 
Noncontormist view on this Bill had so 
considerably broken down under the 
strain that he had booked a passage to 
the West Indies and he had had to find 
an under-study. Perhaps the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for Bordesley 
would take up the rv/e, now that he was 
out of employment. He cautioned the 
Prime Minister not to put an intolerable 
strain on his supporters to go against 
the wishes of their constituents, in the 
endeavour to pass a Bill which nobody 
asked for, for which the Government 
had no mandate, and for which the 
country had, by every constitutional 
method. indicated its clear antipathy. 
Certain hon. Members opposite questioned 
that statement. They must have spent 
the recess out of the country and there- 
tore had not been convinced; let them 
look at all the indications, not merely at 
the great demonstrations, the great 
public meetings, but all the indications. 
They had the greatest test as to whether 
the noisy fanatics at these meetings were 
the majority of the opponents of the Bill 
or whether they were the minority, in 
the remarkable character of the recent 
elections, How many hon. Members 
opposite had been addressing public 
demonstrations in support of the Bill ! 
He observed that during the last few 
days they had been exhorting each other 
und saying “‘we must do something to 
support the Government,” but that 
was rather an exhortation to someone 
else to go on and do something. He 
did not olserve that those gentlemen 
addressed mectings themselves. They 
had had private meetings in support 
of the Bill, but even in Birmingham 
they could not hold a public meeting 
in support, not even when the Colonial 
Secretary addressed it himself! That 
was a remarkable indication in itself, 
but the arguments used by the Colonial 
Secretary with regard to the Bill showed 
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that he clearly realised that his own 
supporters were against it. He did not 
say “this Bill is a good one,”’ but “if 
you do not carry this Bill I will resign,” 
and then he said ‘‘and mark the con- 
sequences. There shall be neither dew 
nor rain in the British Empire for 
seven long years,” and a shudder passed 
over the Birmingham Liberal Unionists 
which lasted for four resolutions. They 
then recovered themselves, and another 
resolution was passed, which resulted in 
a terrible threat being used. Another 
meeting took place, when the only 
argument used was that the Bill was 
opposed by the Pro-Boers. The Liberal 
Unionists then in the House, who 
addressed that meeting, did not like 
the Bill and could not say much for it, 
but said ‘we have got to stick together 


or there will be a dissolution.” When 
such a condition of things existed, 


when every constitutional method had 
been exhausted by the country to show 
that it disagreed with this measure, 
and whilst on the other hand nobody 
wanted the Bill except perhaps the 
Chureh, no Government had a right 
without a mandate from the peopie 
to misappropriate the trust funds ot 
the State for such a purpose. It was 
a revolution in the educational system 
of the country; it offended the con- 
victions of millions of the best citizens 
of the land, and without an express 
mandate the Government had no right 
to legislate upon it. Where a case ot 
great urgency arose and _ it 
necessary to legislate immediately, an 
Autumn Session might be summoned 
and the whole time given to that legisla- 
tion, but even then ii the country rose 
against it, as it had risen against the 
Education Bill, such legislation could 
not be proceeded with. The Govern- 
ment should go to the country and say 
“We have got to get this Bill through 
and we come to you for your judgment 


became 


upon it.” It was only the great 
personal popularity of the Prime 


Minister which would enable this Bill 
to be carried, but the right hon. Gentle- 
man had no right to use his personal 
popularity for the purpose of flouting 
the opinion of the country and taking 
advantage of a verdict obtained onanother 
issue for the purpose of carrying through 
a Bill against the wishes of thousands of 
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the people who placed him in power. He 
did not think the House of Commons 
ought to give the right hon. Gentleman 
any privilege for doing anything of the 
kind. The Prime Minister, in his opinion, 
was not entitled to call upon the House 
to sit for four or five months and sus- 
pend the ordinary operation of the Rules 
ot the House for the purpose ot foreing 
through this Bill. 


(3.55.) Str WILLIAM HARCOURT 
(Monmouthshire, W.) said as the right 
hon. Gentleman had spoken upon the 
subject of the Estimates which he purposed 
to ask tor this year, he desired to know 
whether the right hon. Gentleman had 
considered the bearing of the new Rule 
passed upon the subject: * Any addi- 
tional Estimate for any new matter not 
included in the Estimates for the vear 
shall be submitted for consideration in 
Committee of Supply on some day not 
exceeding two days before the Committee 


is closed.” So far as he could read the | 


Rule, it appeared to him that it would 
debar the production of new Estimates 
after the Committee of Supply was closed. 
It was a very unusual practice to close 
Committee of Supply in the middle of a 
Session, but it was done in 1893, and the 
late Lord Randolph Churchill took the 
Objection at the time, that after the 
Committee was closed no further business 
of that character could be brought for- 
ward, He (Sir William Harcourt) ex- 
pressed the opinion then that such a 
proposition could not be maintained. 
But that was not a question of bringing 
forward new Estimates, and he thought 
he was right in saying that no que-tion 
was ever railed of introducing new 
Estimates atter Committee of Supply had 
been closed. Having listened to what 
the hon. Member for King’s Lynn had 
said, which he thought was well founded, 
he had come to the conclusion that the 
Rule did inelude new Estimates to be 
brought forward after the Committee of 
Supply had been closed. As this was the 
middle of the session and it was a matter 
of great importance that the finances of 
the country should be safeguarded, it 
would be as well to know whether the 
right hon. Gentleman had considered 
the matter. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The right hon. 
Gentleman has asked me a question in 
Mr. Lloyd Gi orge. 
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reference to a matter raised by the hon. 
Member for King’s Lynn, which deals 
with a point on which | should not like 
to give a conclusive opinion now, nor is 
it relevant really to this discussion. I 
wis asked to make a general statement 
as to the views of the Government in re- 
gard to business, and I explained to the 
House that one of the things we ought 
to deal with was the necessity of finding 
money for the Transvaal, and_ possibly 
also for the Uganda Railway. I think a 
statement to that effect was made by my 
nobie friend the Under Secretary at an 
earlier period of the session. With re- 
gard to the need for finding money for 
the Transvaal, that, as the House knows, 
arises directly out of the arrangements 
come to at the time peace was signed. | 
indicated to the House the method which 
I think ought to be pursued ; I will con- 
sider any difficulty that has been raised 
in the course of this debate. and the 
proper time to discuss those difficulties 
will be when the Government make 
their definite proposals on those subjects 
to the House. The right hon. Member 
for the Forest of Dean wanted to know 
whether it would be possil)le—probable, at 
least--should an occasion arise, to have 
a discussion on one of those resolutions 
which by Statute have to lie forty days 
on the Table of the House. I think by 
a practice known to the House, it would 
be possible if that should be necessary. 
An appeal was made to me by an hon. 
Gentleman opposite not only to bring on 
the Indian Budget early, but, I think, to 
devote two days or more to it. I think 
that is a somewhat excessive demand on 
the time of the House. I do not at all 
say that the subject is not one of great 
importance, but after all, we must cut 
our coat according to our cloth, and we 
must have some proportion in the time 
allowed to the various subjects under 
discussion. I cannot hold out hope to 
the hon. Gentleman that I should gladly 
or willingly see two days devoted to the 
Indian Budget. 


Mr. CAINE: Would the right hon. 
Gentleman say whether it will be taken 
early ? 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I have con- 
sulted my noble friend the Secretary of 
State for India as to when it will be 
brought in, but I do not know what 
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great gain is to be obtained by an early 
discussion of the subject. My _ hon. 


friend the Member for South Islington | 


asked me whether we ought not to 
introduce a Bill this year dealing with 
the difficulty which undoubtedly will 
arise when the rate of interest on Consols 
is compulsorily reduced, as [I think it 


will be on the Ist April next. That. no | 
doubt, does raise a question of importance | 
in relation to the interest to be paid to | 
Savings Bank depositors; but I gather | 


from my right hon. friend the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer that it will not 
be necessary to deal with that matter at 
present. May I say in regard to the 


general statement as to the business to | 


be taken, that while | have endeavoured 
to indicate to the House the business. 
other than the Education Bill or the 


Water Bill, which we ought to take, [| 


must not be held to pledge the Govern- 
ment not to deal with public necessities 
should) public necessities arise. IL am 
not giving a pledge to the House or the 


country on this subject. I am indicat- | 
ing the general intention of the Govern.- | 


ment, and I hope it will be distinctly 
understood on all sides of the House 
that the Government will ask the House to 
deal with anything else that it is pressingly 
and obviously necessary in the public 
interest should be immediately dealt with. 
fhe only general pledge I give to the 
House is that it will not be asked to 
~ 


which, however interesting or important, 
can he deterred to a subsequent session. 
[ believe, in that connection, I ought to 


mention in the first place a one-clause | 
Bill which my right hon. friend the | 


Secretary of State for War will introduce 
and explain in good time, and which he 


tells me ought to be passed without any | 


wndue delay. The hon. Gentleman the 
Member for Carnarvon Boroughs opposed 
this Motion on the ground that the 
country. in his opinion, dislikes the 
Education Bill. I am not going to enter 
into the question as to whether the 
country likes or dislikes that Bill, or as 
to whether it will like it more when it 
knows more about it, or as to whether 
the Bill will grow in favour or grow in 
disfavour. These are questions which 
any man may estimate and may judge 
tor himself, but I absolutely deny the 
constitutional principle which the hon. 


discuss general legislative questions 


| Gentleman has laid down, which is that 
this House is incapable of dealing with 
any measure if a certain number of 
Gentlemen express their own opinion that 
|the country dislikes it. May | call the 
attention of the House to the extra- 
| ordinary difference in the principle which 
| appears to animate hon. Gentlemen when 
they are dealing with the present situa- 
tion, and the principle which animated 
these very hon. Gentiemen when they 
were dealing with the position of public 
| business in 1893-4. The right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for South Aberdeen, 
on behalf of the Opposition, did attempt 
'to draw a parallel between the present 
situation and the situation in 1893, very 
| much tothe advantage of the situation 
in 1893. He said that it was quite true 
that the Government of that day asked 
the House to re-assemble in the autumn, 
but it was not in order to discuss a con- 
| troversial Bill, but in order to discuss the 
Parish Councils Bill, which, passed its 
| Second Reading without a division. 
That I believe is quite a true statement 
of fact. But how did the Government 
|of 1893 ever get to the position which 
enabled them to devote an autumn ses- 
sion to Bill which was not opposed on 
its Second Reading ? They did it by 
closuring in compartments the tlome 
Rule Bill months earlier. If we had 
adopted that operation in regard to the 
Edueation Bill, we need not have had an 
autumn session at all for a Bill either 
controversial or uncontroversial. The 
hon. Gentleman the Member tor Car- 
narvon Boroughs thinks that our pro- 
cedure in this matter should be regulated 
by his estimate of the popular favour held 


| by the constituencies for the moment in 
| reference to the Education Hill. I do 
|}not know whether he thinks that the 
| Home Rule Bill was so passionately liked 
| by the constituencies that it was proper 
| and right for those then in charge of the 
| business of the House to take the course 
they did. | hardly think the hon, 
Gentleman would take up that position. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: They were 
elected on that issue, after all. This 
Government was not elected todeal with 
education ; it was elected for the war. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: If the hon. 
Gentleman raises that issue, I would ask 
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what he thinks of the Home Rule Bill 
introduced in 1886. It does seem to me 
that the right hon. Gentleman opposite 
is adopting a very extravagant position 
when he says that the Government of 
1893 were justified in prolonging the 
session, because the Bill they asked the 
House to consider was not divided 
against on the Second Reading, when 
the only method by which the Government 
ever reached that relatively favourable 
position in regard to public business was 
by closuring in compartments the Home 
Rule Bill in the preceding July. The 
only other observation of anargumenta- 
tive character which I think I need make 
is that arising out of the claim made 
by a great many hon. Gentlemen oppo- 
site that, although we have met for the 
purpose, in the main, of dealing with 
the Edueation Bill this autumn, we 
ought to leave the ordinary arrange- 
ments for private Members’ business as 
if this were an ordinary part of an 
ordinary session. There can be no 
justification for a practice so absolutely 
novel. Never has Parliament put upon 
itself the great strain of 1aeeting in the 
autumn to finish measures which could 
not be completed during the early part 
of the session, without giving to the 
Government the facilities for which we 
now ask. The right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for the Forest of Dean will, 
I think, admit the historical accuracy of 
what | say; but if 1 understood his 
speech aright, he contends that a new 
principle or a new practice has been 
introduced by the new Rules of the 
House. He asks, having regard to the 
pledges and the statement of policy made 
by myself in introducing these Rules, 
and inasmuch as I had stated my hope 
with reference to the new Rules that 
however much they might interfere with 
the paper privilegesof unofficial Mem bers, 
the real privileges of unofficial Members 
would be greatly augmented, how was 
it consistent with that general undertak- 
ing that | gave when I asked the House 
to reform or to revolutionise its proceed- 
ings. If the right hon. Gentleman will 
turn to the report in //vnsard he will see 
that an Amendment was discussed which 
makes it necessary for me to make this 


Motion today, and without which this 
Motion would not have been made. That 
Amendment was supported from the 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 
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other side of the House, and [I accepted it 


with reluctance, but I distinctly stated :— 

‘¢ The universal experience of the House had 
shown that when the House met tor an autumn 
session after an adjournment it met to finish up 
Government Bills.” [(4) Vebates, ev., 1491. | 
Although I did not think it an improve- 
ment on the Rule, I had no objection to 
accepting, for the sake of peace and of 
the progress of the discussion of the Rule, 
an Amendment which could be disposed 
of at the beginning of the autumn session 
at no unreasonable length. I think that 
is all I need say on the argumentative 
part of the speeches which have been 
delivered, and the only additional obser- 
vation that I think it necessary to make 
is as to the length of time we have 
devoted— 


Mr. BRYCE: 


business ! 


What about ordinary 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I cannot give 


any pledge with regard to ordinary 
business. The main business every week 
will be the Edueation Bil! No doubt 


there will be evening sittings, and possibly 
an occasional morning sitting, at which 
other business will be taken. I cannot 
give any general programme on that 
subject, but the general policy of the 
Government is plain. The Education 
Bill is what, in the main, we have met to 
deal with, and to that the main bulk of 
our time must be devoted. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): When 
will the Water Bill be taken ? 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It will be 


taken, with the other measures to which I 
have referred, when we are not taking 
the Education Bill. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: What about 
the Cunard subsidy ! 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I understand 
that no Estimate will be required tor that 
this year. Sol aminformed. | suppose 
there will be an Estimate next year. 
May Lask the House now to consent to 
bring the debate to a conclusion! May! 
read one sentence from the speech of the 
hon. Member for Waterford, who was 
addressing himself to the Amendment to 
the Rule to which | have referred | I am 
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quoting from the same page of [ansuv/. 
The hon. Member said 

“The right hon. Gentleman said that Parlia- 
ment never met under those circumstances 
except to discuss some business which was so 
urgent that the whole House was anxious to 
discuss it, and to devote all their time to it. 
Suppose that was the case, why should the 
Government be atraid of having a discuss'on 
under those circumstances which could not last 
more than a couple of hours.” 
That was the estimate of the hon. Mem- 
ber for Waterford as to the length of 
time this discussion should take. I 
commend it to the House as a very 
reasonable estimate of the length of time 
this discussion should take, and [ ask 
the House, whether hon. Gentlemen 
approve of the Education Bill or not, 
whether they think it ought to be 
dropped or not, to admit that if it is to 
be considered the Government must have 
facilities. Surely it is waste of time to 
debate these preliminaries at greater 
length, and L earnestly suggest that we 
should as soon as possible deal with the 
main subject which has ealled us to- 
gether—I mean the discussion of the 


remaining clauses of the Education Bill. 


(4.15.) Mr. T. P.O°CONNOR (Liver- 
pool, Scotland) said the House must 
have been surprised at the entire omission 
from the right hon. Gentleman's speech 
of any reference to Ireland. The how. 
Member for the Carnarvon Boroughs had 
spoken of the feeling of England with 
regard to the present Government. 
That was a matter he would leave to 
English Members, but as to the opinion 
ot Ireland he would simply point the 
right hon. Gentleman to the first chapter 
of Revelations, where reference was 
made to the Church of the Laodiceans. 
What was there said would happen to 
those who were neither hot nor cold 
very well represented the physical 
proceeding which in a political form the 
people of Ireland would inflict upon the 
present Government if they had the 
opportunity. The present debate had 
had an instructive prologue. The hon. 
Member for the City of Cork had asked 
for a day for the discussion of the con- 
dition of Ireland. To that request one 
of the most extraordinary answers ever 
given in the House of Commons had 
been returned. It was not a denial of 
the gravity of the condition of Ireland, 
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but a promise that if the demand were 
made, not by representatives of Ireland, 
but by the representative of an English 
party, it would be granted. And yet the 
right hon. Gentleman spoke of the 
“doctrines of Separatists!” What 
would have been said if Wales were in a 
condition approaching revolution, and 
the leader of the Welsh Members, on 
asking for a day for the discussion ot the 
condition of that country, had been told 
that the request would be granted only 
if made by an Englishman or a Scots- 


man? He would remind the right 
hon. Gentleman that the Irish 
party had been in alliance with more 
than one party in the House of Commons 
It was an alliance which had been 
sometimes injurious and sometimes 


beneficial; it had been injurious to a 
Party which honestly took up the cause 
of Ireland, and beneficial to a Party 
which hypocritically attempted to use 
the Irish Party for its own purposes. 
But when the Prime Minister and the 
Members of the Fourth Party were 
hunting in couples with the Irish Par- 
nellite Party, and secret interviews and 
secret understandings were taking place, 
the Irish Members were not called the 
slaves of their Tory allies. Nor were 
they the slaves of the Liberals today. 
The Liberals did not want to impose 
their official position upon the Irish 
Party, and if they did the Irish Members 
would not accept it. They simply 
demanded in the name of Ireland a day 
for the discussion of the condition oi 
their country, and it was an additional 
insult to Ireland to say that that demand 
would be refused when made by the 
representatives of Ireland, but granted 
if put forward by an English Party. So 
far as the Government could carry out 
its policy the voice of National Jreland 
was stifled. If public meetings were 
held, the police dispersed them. If 
public men made speeches, the Chici 
Secretary called in two of his despicable 
tools from Dublin Castle—tools as base 
as those who did to death the Lord 
Edward Fitzgerald whose blood ran in 
the right hon. Gentleman's veins. The 
successors of Major Nirr had been used 
by a Geraldine for the purpose of putting 
into prisons a  Geraldine’s politica| 
opponents. The voice of Irish represen- 
tatives was being stifled in jail by 
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sentences which England alone passed 
upon political offend-rs, and these 
methods were being employed against 
political opponents by one who ran 
round the House asking Irish Members 
to support a request to put into a 
different category prisoners of his own 
political persuasion—men who were 
indeed political offenders, but men on 
Whose souls rested the guilt of as bloody 
and unjust a war as ever devastated a 
country. 


“Mr. SPEAKER reminded the hon. 
Member that the present was not an 
occasion tor discussing generally the 
policy of the Government in Ire and. 


Mr. 7. P. OCONNOR said he was not 
discussing the policy of the Government 
in Ireland; he was discussing the state 
of Ireland, and urging that as a reason 
tor demanding time tor discussion, instead 
of Irish representatives being gagged. 

*Mr. SPEAKER said he had already ex- 
plainedthe limits within which that might 
be done. The hon. Member was not at 
liberty to debate the question of Ireland 
He was entitled to urge that time should 
not be taken by the Government because 
it leit no opportunity for discussing the 
needs of Ireland, but he was not entitled 
to go in detail into the question, other- 
wise every question which could possibly 
be the subject of a Motion or Bil: could 
be discussed on the present Motion. 


Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR repeated that 
he was not discussing the policy of the 
Government, he was discussing the state 
of Ireland, just asa Welsh Member had 
been permitted to 


England. 


discuss the state of 


*Mr. SPEAKER pointed out that the 
hon. Member tor Carnarvon Boroughs 
had commented on the statement of 
the First Lord that time was asked 
for the consideration of the Education 
Bill, and he argued that time ought 
not to be granted because the Bill 
was unpopular. He had then given 
reasons tor stating the Bill was unpopular. 
But that was a totally different thing 
from what the hon. Member for Scotland 
Division was doing, for the hon. Member, 
Mr. T. 2. O'Connor. 
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on the question of the time of the House 
being taken by the Government, was 
proposing to discuss the condition of 


[reland. 


Mr. T. P, OCONNOR said he thought 
that if the hon. Member for Carnarvon 
Boroughs was allowed to discuss the 
popularity of the Education Bill in this 
country, certainly he might be allowed 
to say something of the popularity of 
the Government in a country where 
the constitution was suspended. How- 
ever, he did not want to even approach 
anything like a controversy with the 
Chair, because its authority must be 
preserved in an assembly like the House 
of Commons, and he would pass the 
matcer by simply with the observation 
that he had sometimes longed to be a 
Welshman but he never longed so much 
as he did now. What was the position 
of the Prime Minister with regard to 
their demand? Their demand was so 
fair, modest and urgent, and so required 
by the necessities of the case that 
he thought the right hon. Gentle- 
man would have been ashamed to 
retuse it. Their demand was that as 
the Government had silenced the Irish 
people, as far as they could, at least in 
this great Parliament the voice of I[re- 
land might be heard. The right hon. 
Gentieman opposite was always telling 
them that they could get full justice for 
Ireland in Parliament, and that they 
could get moore justice from an English 
Parliament than on the floor of an Irish 
Assembly. They came to the House 
with l[reland coerced and gagged, and 
they asked for one day to have the con- 
dition of the country discussed, but the 
Prime Minister replied that if a mere 
Irishman made the demand it would be 
refused, but if the demand had’ the 
sanction and patronage of one of the 


superior races then the request would 


be granted and Ireland would be heard. 
He was not sorry for the incidents of 
this debate. He was not sorry for the 
words used that afternoon, by whomso- 
ever spoken, for they carried their 
lesson. They had had a brief debate, 
but it would be a fruitful one, and if 
Ireland had any doubt of its right and 
its duty to appeal from this unjust 
House and this unjust Government to a 
House and Government of its own 
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people, then the Irish people were too 
blind to read the signs which were 
clearly written on the wall. 


*Mr. Te M. HEALY said he rose 
for the purpose of saying a few words 
upon the subject of the Uganda 
Railway. (Laughter.) In this he was 
creatly encouraged by the flattering 
way in which the subject was received 
by the House. Speaking as a native 
ot Uganda, he wished to thank the 
Government for the great measure 
of advance they had made in Uganda, 
which he was sure would bring calm to 
Kerry and balm to Ballydehob. He 
thanked the Government for the pro- 
posed expenditure upon that country of 
further millions of public money and for 
proposing to take up the time of the 
House, as promised by the Prime 
Minister, with further discussions on 
this project. When he contemplated 
the condition of portions of the Empire 
he coule not help telicitating the Govern 
ment upon the proposal to spend time 
and money upon the inhabitants of 
that distant and neglected island at a 
time of great stringency when the 
Edueation Bill was exciting so much 
passion! There must be some reason 
for this flattering attention which 
Uganda hadreceived. He believed it was 
a pertectiy crimeless country. Its adminis- 
tration was in the hands of the most 
virtuous **removables” the British Empire 
could afford. There law and order pro- 
ceeded with a regularity of which they 
had no example in this country, and 
hence it was that, at a moment when 
Party passions had been roused to their 
highest pitch, the British Parliament 
was prepared to turn aside from mere 
paltry topics such as the affairs o° Ire- 
Juand, England, Scotland and Wales, and 
devote itself with one voice to the neces- 
sities of the people of that afflicted area. 
The Prime Minister was new to his office, 
but, by his promise to Uganda, he had 
given a pledge to the Empire at large 
which would resound through Australia, 
Canada, and through every Colony and 
Republic absorbed by England, assuring 
distant peoples that however much this 
Parliament, which they were told only 
vesterday devoted so much time to stick- 
ing pins in pin cushions, might have its 
hands full yet if they had a nigger, a 
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painted savage, or a heathen roaming in 
in the woods, the Prime Minister of Eng- 
land still had a tear at his disposal,and was 
prepared to appeal to the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer to pour out the gold of 
England for the benefit of henighted man- 
kind. Irish Members had long gloried in 
being Members of this Parliament and 
might now take comfort in the destruction 
of their own Parliament, for could they 
imagine within the narrow walls of an 
Irish Parliament such disinterestedness. 
When their own country was palpitating 
with emotion, could they imagine an Irish 
Parliament showing such altruism and 
turning aside to contemplate the condi- 
tion of Uganda? No, it was here alone 
that they could contemplate such un- 
selfishness. Trish Members would return 
to their own country, elevated and 
ennobled by the reflection, that though 
Connaught might be desolate and 
Munster miserable this House at least 
had a watehtul care for the people ct 
Uganda. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.) ‘said Irish- 
men were invited to leave the discussion 
of their own atiairs, which at present were 
being run under the Coercion Act, to 
come here and listen to discussions on 
the English Education Bill, which seemed 
to satisty nobody, not even the Prime 
Minister. His hon. and learned friend 
the Member tor North Louth had dis- 
cussed the question of the further ad- 
vances to the Uganda Railway, and the 
question of squandering | urther suis on 
the trackless sands of African deserts. He 
proposed to move an Amendment dealing 
with a specific question, and it was this. 
[his was a most unseasonalile time to 
withdraw from the consideration of 
Parliament proceedings in lreland, which 
were absolutely unique and unpre- 
eedented in Irish history. Here there 
were 86 members out of 670, who 
charged the Government of the day 
with violating the fundamental prin- 
ciples of the constitution in ireland, 
and the only answer was, “No, we gag 
you in Ireland and we gag you on the 
floor of the House of Commons.” What 
were the Government afraid of ? Were 
they ashamed of the removable magis- 
trates? Were they afraid of an 
exposure being made of the abuse 
and prostitution of the forms of law 
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which at present obtained in Ireland ? 
They were afraid of it. If not, they 
would not hesitate to give a day or two 
for the discussion of this exceptional 
state of things. It had been said that 
in former times the excuse for coercion 
was that a state of crime and outrage 
prevailed. Not even the most hardened 
Member of the Cabinet had the face and 
the effrontery to make that statement 
now, and yet savage, vindictive, con- 
temptible, and cruel sentences were 
being passed on public men in Ireland 
for what were called offences—men 
against whom no moral 
attached. The most powerful Govern- 
ment of modern times were atraid to 
give a few hours for the diseussion of a 
state of things which was fomented by 
their own agents, and which was a dis- 
grace to the Empire. It would be a 
disgrace to the most oppressive tyra:n, 
that ever oppressed a people. The 
representatives of Lreland did not make 
any considerable demand on the time of 
the House, but they did demand that if 
this violation of the constitution was to 
continue, they should not he denied for 
months time and opportunity for expos- 
ing what they denounced as the cruel 
wrongs under which Ireland was at the 
present moment suffering through the 
practical suspension of the constitutional 
rights and guarantees of the people. He 
moved his Amendment asa protest against 
the action of the Government, on behalf of 
the Irish Parliamentary Party and the 
Irish people. If the Government did not 
accept the Amendment, it was a_ plain 
deciaration to Ireland that they were 
afraid to discuss the dirty work their 
tools were doing in that country. 


stigma was 


Amendment proposed— 

“After the word ‘Sitting, to insert the 
words ‘exe-pt at such Sitting » which 
Motions dealing with proceedings under ‘The 
Criminal Law and Procedure (Ireland) Act, 
ISS7 are set down, and which, but for this 
Motiou. would have precedence ~—(V/r. Flynn.) 


Debate arising 


*Mr. DELANY (Queen's Co., Ossory) 
seconded the Amendment. It occurred 
to him that almost any subject may he 
discussed in this House except the condi- 
tion of Ireland. In the programme the 
Prime Minister had put before the House 
for the Autumn Session he had omitted one 

Mr. Flynn. 
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very important measure. The right hon, 
Gentleman had not been unmindful of 
public opinion in England and Wales in 
regard to the Edueation Bill. The Non- 
conformists had declared that they would 
strike against the rate if the Education Bill 
were passed in its present form. Did 
the Prime Minister propose to pass a 
Coercion Act for England and Wales, or 
did he propose to extend to them the 
Jubilee Coercion Act at present in force in 
Ireland?) That appeared to be one great 
flaw in the proposal of the Prime 
Minister. He was sure the Chief 
Secretary would be obliging enough to 
give him a dozen removable magistrates 
to enforce the Education Act in England. 
Ireland could afford to lose them. Mem- 
bers of Parliament were sent to prison for 
the action they took on behalf of their 
countrymen, and yet their colleagues were 
denied the opportunity of discussing the 
state of affairs in Ireland. They were sup- 
posed to live under the British Consticu- 
tion, but the British Constitution did not 
exist in Ireland. To all intents and 
purposes they might as well live under 
the Turk. They would be better in 
Russia, bezause there there was only 
one despot. In Ireland he cid not know 
how many despots there were. Besides 
the Chief Secretary there were Lord 
Cronbrock, Lord Abereorn and Lord 
Barrymore, and he could name _half-a- 
dozen other despets. Give him Russian 
or Turkish rule. He had a greater 
stake in Ireland than the Chie 
tary, and he had nothing to gain by 
outrage and crime. The greatest enemy 
of law and order in Lreland was the man 
who sowed the seed which must inevit- 
ably lead to disorder. There was order 
now because the national movement 
had brought the people from other 
courses and made them put their confi- 
dence in the national struggle. The 
present course pursuel by the Govern- 
ment in Ireland was calculated to drive 
the people to desperation. 


Secre- 


(4.50) Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The 
hon. Gentleman will not be surprised at 
my not being able to accept the Amend- 
ment proposed. The hon. Member for 
the Sectland Division has expressed 
surprise that I have made no reference 
to what has been said earlier in the 
debate in regard to Ireland. [t escaped 
my memory, and it was not due to 
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discourtesy of any kind to the Gentle- 
man Who discussed that subject. It is 
not correct to say that there will be no 
opportunity for debates on Ireland at 
all during the latter part of the present 
year. If an oceasion shou'd arise which 
: rejuire debata, the power 
remains with the hon. Gentleman to 
move the adjournment of the House. 
] was surprised to hear the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for South Aber- 
deen say that that power was now limited. 
It is not more limited now than it was 
in 1893. The limitation of which he 
spoke was that which arises out of the 
rulings of successive Speakers that the 
adjournment of the House cannot be 
moved on any subject with regard to 
which there is a Motion on the Paper. 


seecins to 


Mr. BRYCE said his point was that 
in 1893 no use was made of the Rule 
under which Motions for the Adjourn- 
ment of the House were ruled out by 

. > . . ¥ 
putting on the Paper a Motion dealing 
with the same question. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think the 
right hon. Gentleman is mistaken. Nor 
do [think that the Rule to which he has 
reterred has been used to prevent Motions 
for the.adjournment of the House. My 
memory does not recall a single case in 
which the discussion of an Irish grievance 
has been prevented by the fact of a 
Motion being placed on the Paper. 
Therefore, at all events so far as Ireland 
is concerned, | do not think there has 
been any encroachment on the rights— 
sometimes in my opinion greatly abused, 
sometimes greatly taken advantage of 
in connection with moving the adjourn- 
ment of the House. It is only necessary 
for me to sav in connection with the 
Amendment before the House that it 
would be a total violation of the practice 
of all former Governments in the case of 
Autumn Sessions. It would be in itself 
highly inconvenient, and I do not think it 
is necessary that we should debate the 
Amendment which the hon. Gentleman 
has moved. Even without the Amend- 
ment there will be far greater op- 
portunities afforded for the discussion of 
Irish grievances in the Autumn Session 
than if the Government had followed the 
usual procedure and had not had an 
Autumn Session at all. 
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only wish to express my _— strong 
opinion, after the discussion we have 
had in this House, that the Irish Mem- 
bers have a right toa day for the 
discussion of the condition of Lreland, 
which, as we know, is at present under 
the Coercion Act. It is a fact that there 
is need at the present time for the early 
discussion of the condition of affairs in 
Ireland. The question is whether the 
Irish representatives appearing in the 
House of Cominons should or should not 
have the right to state their case in this 
Autumn Session. In my opinton they 
have that right and ought to be sup- 
ported, and so far as regards my vote, 
at all events, it will be given in favour 
of their having the opportunity. The 
Government have got at their dis- 
posal the time of the House. Of course 
the right hon. Gentleman said in his 
speech that the Government were going 
to deal with an important subject. 
[A Hox. Member : * Uganda.’’} 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Le the hon. 
Gentleman wait till he sces what the 
Uganda Vote really is. 


sin WILLIAM HARCOURT: What- 
ever importance attaches to the case of 
Uganda, the caseot suspension of the ordin- 
ary law in Ireland is still more important 
and is very urgent. It isasubject on which 
the people of England, as well as those of 
Ireland, ought to be satisfied as_ to its 
necessity, just as much as in the case of 
martial law. Martial law is justified 
where the necessity is proved to the 
people of the country, and the people of 
this country ought to be satisfied as 
to the necessity of the suspension of the 
ordinary law in Lreland. The Govern- 
ment can easily give time for the pur- 
pose of an Irish sitting in which the 
Irish Members may have an opportunity 
of stating their case. In my opinion it 
is just and fair that they should be given 
that opportunity, and therefore I shall 
vote in favour of any Motion which has 
that effect. 


Mr. LEAMY (Kildare, N.) said that the 
right hon. Gentleman the Prime Minister 
seemed to think-that he had disposed 
of the Irish claim fora day to discuss 
the condition of Ireland when he said 
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that if there had not been an Autumn 
Session the Irish Members would not have 
been there. Why were they there? They 
had their own Parliament, of which 
England had robbed them ; and now that 
they were in the Imperial Parliament 
they had the same rights as the right 
hon. the Member for Dover. That right 
hon. Gentleman, however, had gone 
over to Ireland, and with the assistance 
of his removable magistrates had caused 
ten Members of this House to} be ar- 
rested, and in some cases imprisoned, 
because they had made _ political 
speeche; displeasing to him. The 
Prime Minister had said that, because 
he wanted to pass an Edueation Bill for 
England, the Irish Members had no 
right to open their mouths tor Ireland. 
3ut they would open their mouths for 
Ireland, and he told the right hon. 
Gentleman that he would be sick and 
sore at heart for the refusal which he 
had given that day to their demand. 
The right hon. Gentleman thought he 
could stifle the voice of Ireland. Before 
the session was many days older the 
Leader of the Irish Party, which repre- 
sented five-sixths of the people of Ireland, 
would be addressing the representatives 
of 20 millions of the Irish race in the 
first free city of America, and he told 
the right hon. Gentleman that the most 
eloquent speech which the Leader of the 
Irish Party would make tothat assemblage 
would not be half so eloquent proof of 
the injustice done by England to Ireland 
asthe speech of the right hon. Gentle- 
man in this House today. Attempts 
had formerly been made to drive dis- 
content under the surface in Ireland, and 
he did not think they had ever been too 
suecessful. It was not often they saw two 
Irishmen on the Front Bench opposite. 
There were now two right hon. Gentlemen 
there who had known Ireland for more 
than twenty years, and he could not 
believe that the Solicitor General for Eng- 
land or the Attorney General for Ireland 
agreed that the Prime Minister was act- 
ing wisely in refusing to give Ireland a 
day. The Edueation Bill had been 
exciting great commotion in England. 
He had been reading the newspapers, 
which it was said the Prime Minister 
never did, and therefore he was in a 
position to he better acquainted with the 
feeling in England than the right hon. 


Mr. Le any. 
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Gentleman. He had been reading 
speeches made by people of high position 

-some by clergymen, some by Members 
of Parliament, some by men _ distin- 
guished in various walks of life, and he 
found that many of them had called 
upon their constituencies and the people 
to combine and refuse to pay rates, 
Now, rent was no more sacred than 
rates; but if two or three Members of 
Parliament, or others, stood on a plat- 
form in Ireland, and called upon the 
people not to pay rent, the Member 
for Dover came along with his “re. 
movables,” and hauled them up under 
a charge of conspiracy, and sent 
them to prison with hard labour. Yet 
in England they could combine to defy 
the law and refuse to pay the rates with 
impunity. He would like to see the 
right hon. Gentleman venture to bring 
down a brace of ‘* removables 
constituency in England for the pu pose 
of arresting and imprisoning anv Mem- 
ber of this House. He was inclined to 
thank the Prime Minister for doing 
something to compel the Irish Members 
to realise that which, perhaps, they had 
not vet tully recognised—tt.e degradation 
of being governed by this House. ‘Thank 
God the right hon. Gentleman had given 
them an eye-opener, ‘Lhere were at 
present in Ireland some people who 
thought that what was necessary for the 
preservation of Ireland was to keep the 
right hon. Gentleman in power, hut he 
thanked the right hon. Gentleman for 
ringing the knell of English Government 
in Ireland. He denied that any justice 
was to be got for Ireland from a Tory 
Government. The Prime Minister, who 
had pitched the right hon. Member for 
Dover into his Cabinet, had stood idly by 
when the latter dragged Irish Members 
to prison for exercising the right of free 
speech. He could not help saying that 
the right hon. Gentleman had done a 
good thing for Ireland by his speech to- 
night. That speech would be flashed 
across to America, and would do good 
there also, because it showed that the 
right hon. Gentleman had been stifling 
the ventilation of the 
Ireland. 


' to any 


grievances 0: 


Mr. JOHN MORLEY: A point was 
raised almost at the beginning of ourpro- 
ceedings tonight which is relevant to the 
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Amendment now under discussion, and to 
which [ venture to draw the attention of 
the First Lord ofthe Treasury. The point 
is that some ten or more Members of this 
House have been withdrawn from the 
service of the House by sentence of 
Courts of Law. As to the constitution 
of those Courts I make no r+: ark at all; 
they are Courts sitting by authority 
of Acts oi Parliament : but it is ah ex 
traordinary circumstance ili . for the 
first time so far as I understand, Mem- 
bers have withdrawn from the 
service of the House without any corm- 
munication ot the fact being made to 
this House by Mr. Speaker. Whether 
I can put it so high as to assert that 
this House has a right to exact 
instantaneous reports to this House of the 
withdrawal of Members from the service 
of the House, Lam not in a position to 
say: but this IT can certainly state, from 
my own experience, which is not incon 
siderable, that if there is not such a right 
it is an established custom. Plenty of 
Members of Parliament have been sent to 
prison within the last twenty years, but 
ldo not believe that (with deference to 
your own investigations, Mr. Speaker), a 
single case has occurred of a sentence of 
imprisonment passed upon a 
Member of this House which was not 
followed with the least possible interval 
of time by a report of the circumstances 
to Mr. Speaker. I therefore want to ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury whether 
he proposes to take any action, and if so 
what action, to call the attention of those, 
which [ venture to call defaulting Courts, 
which have made default in regard to the 
usayve of this House. If not, What is to 
he the understanding for the future! Is 
a resident magistrate, or other legally 
constituted Court, to be in a position to 
withdraw Members of this House from 
the service of the House without making 
any report, or drawing the attention of 
the House to it?) For my part, without 
any hesitation whatever, I wish to say 
that I support the Amendment now under 
discussion. ‘The House does not seem to 
realise, and it is a very mournful thing 
that it should be so, what is the exact 
meaning and significance of the present 
state of the case in Ireland. I am not 
going into the history of the Crimes Act 
of 1887, but the House will remember 
that one of the strongest arguments used 
by the First Lord of the Treasury in 
VOL. CXIIT. [FourtTH SERIEs. | 
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making the Crimes Act perpetual, when 
we made the objection that the Govern 
ment would be able under that Act to 
withdraw the representatives of tue 
sister kingdom from the service of the 
House without discussion—the argument 
the right hon. Gentleman used constantly, 
with the utmost vehemence, but 
not more vehement than was right, was 


und he assured sand © re-assured 
the House on that point —that the 
Was ho chanee whatever or these 


exceptional powers being brought into 
operation without the House having full 
opportunity of discussing the case which 
was to be made for such a proceeding. 
Let us consider what would happen in 
England and Scotland if the Government 
were to withdraw either of these countries, 
or the larger portion of them, including 
the capital of the country, from the opera- 
tion of the ordinary law. I should like 
to see it tried in Scotland! And vet, in 
this House, we are grudged an = opper- 
tunity, though hot absolutely refused, to 
discuss such an extraordinary and serious 
step of this importance in the case of 
Ireland. Personally [for one cannoi 
retrain from supporting hon. Gentlemei 
below the gangway when they demand 
an opportunity tor discussing proceedings 
which have withdrawn one eighth — ot 
their number from the service of the 
House. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he wa- 
only speaking from report, he was no* 
present when, as he understood, Mr. 
Speaker read the letter which referred 
to two of the hon. Gentlemen only who 
were withdrawn from the service of thi 
House by a sentence of a court of law. 
He was making inquiries into the ci 
cumstances of the other cases, and i: 
the right hon. Gentleman or any hon. 
Member would put a Question to hin 
either tomorrow or at an early date he 
would be able to give a full answer to it 


(5.18.) Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND 
(Clare, E.) said asa Member of the House 
of many years standing he, like all othe: 
Members elected for Irish constituencie>. 
had had frequent occasion to obsery« 
the difficulties with which they had t 
contend in order to do any good fo 
their country in this House, but neve: 
before had the ineapacity of this assemb') 
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to do justice to Ireland been so em- 
phasised. The present circumstances 
amply illustrated the system by which 
Ireland was governed. The majority 
ot the Irish Members demanded that the 
House should give one day in the 
course of the next two months in order 
that they might criticise the government 
of their country, and a more reasonable 
and moderate demand had never been 
put forward by any Member of any party 
in the House. It was characteristic of 
what he might term the contemptuous 
insolence with which the lrish people 
were continuously treated that while this 
moderate and tegitimate demand was 
heing made the man who had been sent by 
the House and by the Government to con- 
duct the administration of the law in Ire- 
land did not even think it worth his while 
to be in his seat to hear what Irish Mem- 
bers had to say. Even those who were 
inclined to hold that the Lrish Members 
were not justitied in continually complain- 
ing of the treatment meted out to their 
country, would, he thought, be obliged to 
admit that under these circumstances 
there was ground for complaint. If the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland were in his place, he would ask 
him whether he was prepared to declare 
that in his opinion Trish Members were 
not justified in demanding that at least a 
short time should be given to them for 
the discussion of the affairs of theircountry, 
and he would be much interested to hear 
the right hon. Gentleman's reply. Why 
did not the right hon. Gentleman come 
and support the demand which was made ! 
Ife could only form the conclusion that it 
was because the right hon. Gentleman 
was afraid of the criticisms that would be 
offered to his mode of administration ; 
criticisms which the right hon, Gentleman 
knew the Irish Members would direct 
against him. If he were the Chief 
Secretary, responsible for the administra- 
tion of Lreland at the present time, he 
would welcome criticism and have at least 
the courage to hear what his opponents 
had to urge against his conduct. But the 
right hon. Gentleman was afraid that the 
opinion of the House would be so stirred 
by the story of what was being done in 
Ireland in the name of England, that he 
refused to allow a single day to be given 
iin order to raise the question before the 
House. The right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for Montrose put hefore the 
House what must have been in the minds 


Mr. William Redmond. 
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of many when he asked what would happen 
in England if a state of affairs existed there 
similar to that which existed in Ireland at 
the present time ; if ten British Members 
were prosecuted, not under the general 
laws but under a special law, and sentenced 
as common criminals and withdrawn from 
the service of those who elected them, and 
the Members of this House demanded 
that a dav should be allotted to the treat 
ment of that case. Would it be refused ? 
The public of England would insist on 
the utmost publicity being viven to the 
treatment of those Members of Partlia- 
ment. But what happened in Treland? 
The representatives of the people were 
sentenced by an extraordinary tribunal 
which existed only in that country, and 
this House was not allowed to listen to 
the case in which their fellow-Members 
were involved. The Prime Minister, l 
few moments previously, nad stated in his 
speech that the case of Ireland had slipped 
from his memory. How could people 
complain of the Trish people heing discon 
tented and disloyal when they were treated 
in this way—when they were repre 
sented in such a way that so little did 
Ireland occupy the attention of the right 
hon. Gentleman that its verv existence 
1 him? Then, on the motion of 
the hon. Member for Cork, taat this Rule 
should not apply to days when Irish 
matters were under discussion, the Prime 
Minister had said the Irish representatives 
were not in such hard case, because if they 
wished to discuss Irish affairs they could 
easily move the adjournment of the 
House. This was the first occasion on 
which he had heard such advice given 
by a member of the Government. and 
even if that advice were accepted, the 
right hon. Gentleman knew only too well 
that that course would be absolutely in- 
adequate, because moving the adjourn- 
ment of the House only meant a three 
hours debate from nine to twelve, which 
would not give an adequate opportunity 
of putting the facts before the House. 
The Irish Members were tonight face to 
face with a state of affairs to which they 
were unfortunately too long accustomed. 
They were allowed to come to this House 
in order that the world might be told 
that Ireland was governed constitutionally, 
and in the House they were denied the 
right of even having one day twenty-four 
hours—to discuss the vovernment of 
their country. Such treatment would 
justify the Irish people over and over 
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again in having recourse to every method 
in their power in order to put an end 
to a system of government so untair, 
so unconstitutional, and so scandalous. 
It was impossible for him to know 
from the rulings of Mr. Speaker whether 
it was in his competence to discuss to 
iny extent whatever the condition of 
Ireland, under the system ot coercion 
which had been put into foree there. 
The hon. Member tor Carnarvon was 
undoubtedly permitted to discuss in 
some detail the bearing of the Education 
Bill, for which the House was told the 
Autumn Session was inaugurated by the 
Government, but the hon. Member for 
the Scotland Division ot Liverpool, upon 
the other hand, had been several times 

lled to order because he referred, with 
not nearly so much detail as the hon. 
Member for Carnarvon in the case of the 
Elucation Bill. to the condition ot 
fairs in Ireland. If Members of the 
House had an opportunity of listening to 
the statement that could be made as to 
le operation of the Coercion Act at the 
present time, it would make those who 
were opposed to the [Irish party as in- 
dignant as the Irish party itself. He 
‘contended that it was an outrageous 
misuse of the power of the Government 
to treat as ordinary criminals well-known 
Members of this House. The Chief Secre- 
tary, who, he observed, was now in his 
place, would himself admit that Ireland 
was a crimeless country ; there was neither 
outrage or bloodshed, nr attacks on per- 
son or property. There was nothing 
bat a combination of the people—no 
stronger and quite as legitimate as any 
labour combination in thiscountry. Yet 
men who were Members of this 
House, because they advised the people 
ot Lreland to put their face against out- 
rage, crime, and violence, and place 
their reliance in this combination, had 
heen sentenced to imprisonment, not 
is political offenders, but as common 
criminals, with all the attendant cireum- 
stances of degradation and misery which 
had no equal in this country. One hon. 
Member of the House, returned by an 
overwhelming majority, had been sen- 
tenced to three months hard labour, 
and in order that his punishment 
might be the greater, he was sentenced 
tu three separate terms of one month 
each, the effect of which was that for the 
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first fortnight of each of those periods he 
was compelled to sleep on the hard wood 
bed, was deprived of exercise, and starved 
upon bread and water. Yet that hon. 
Member was a gentleman against whose 
honour not a word could be spoken. 
He was a man with whom Members of 
thiseHouse were used to associate. and 
yet he and the Member for East Galway 
were to be treated like the lowest deserip- 
tion of criminals. [Here a remark, 
which was inaudible in the gallery, was 
made by a Unionist Member. He 
would not pay any attention to the 
remarks of hon. Members who sneered 
at the degradation inflicted upon their 
fellow-Members. He knew that there 
were Members on the other s‘de of the 
House who did not approve of such pro- 
ceedings, and he heartily believed that 
the majority of the Unionists had no 
sympathy with the action of cads. He 
would probably not have an opportunity 
tor some time of speaking in this House, 
and he was anxious to state how strongly 
Irish opinion was inflamed by the ad- 
ministration of the law at the present 
time. He remembered when feeling ran 
high in this country on the subject of the 
war, When men were robbed and assaulted, 
and riotous marched through 
Scarborough. ‘Then they were told that 
allowances had to be made for human 
nature. Noallowance had been made for 
human nature in Ireland, and it was not 
unnatural that a feeling of indignation 
should be cherished by the Irish people 
and their representatives in this House, 
when they contemplated the punishment, 
degradation, and misery put upon certain 
Irish Members, not for any crime, or riot, 
or disturbance which had been created 
by them, but because they had advocated, 
as they were quite entitled to do, a com- 
bination of the people and tenants of 
Ireland in the great struggle which was 
now taking piace between the tenantry 
and the landlords of that country. Ten 
hon. Members had been treated in this 
way. the capital of Ireland had been pro 
claimed, and newspaper editors and 
others were being prosecuted all over the 
country, vet when the representatives of 
the Irish people asked that one day might 
be given to them in order that they 
might justify their proceedings betore 
the world, that time was refused them. 
He supposed they would be asked next 
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to support the Prime Minister in the 
division lobbies, but all he could say was 
that he thought the Irish Party should 
take the first opportunity to hurl the 
Government from oftice. It the Chief 
Secretary for lreland imagined that by 
the course he was pursuing he would 
break up the combination of the people, 
and break the spirit, and turn the [rish 
Members from their course, the right 
hon. Gentleman was greatly mistaken. 
There were few among those who sat for 
Irish constituencies who were not pre- 
pared to suffer ten thousand times all 
the ecruelties and all the tyrannies ot 
law that could be put upon them, 
either by the right hon. Gentleman or 
any one who might oceupy his position. 
The right hon. Gentleman was upholding 
a system in Ireland for which over and 
over again he had expressed his disgust 
and contempt. Over and over again had 
the right hon. Gentleman expressed his 
disgust at the system by which England 
held Tveland, vet such was his ambition, 
such his greed of power, that he did not 
hesitate to fill the position he did in the 
Government, which enabled him to inflict 
so much degradation on his colleagues in 
this House, He invited the House to 
comipare what was being done under the 
Coercion Act in Ireland with what was 
being done in’ England, where outrage 
and crime of the most dastardly deserip- 
tion were punished without half the 
suffering with which these offences were 
treated in Ireland. If hon. Members 
would do that, they would well understand 
why the Irish people were in a state of 
semi-revolt at the present time. He 
devoutly wished and prayed to God that 
the Irish people had even the remotest 
chance, with their representatives, of strik- 
ing with arms in their hands against the 
Violent tyranmies to which they were 
subjected. Tf they had but the remotest 
chance of success they would do it. After 
all, it was impossible to explain in the 
British House of Commons the feelings 
of the Trish people with regard to the 
treatment meted out to their representa- 
tives. But the Prime Minister and the 
Chief Secretary for Ireland would have 
reason to know in the future, as they had 
had reason to know too well in the past, that 
the Irish representatives were not likely 
to flinch from the duty entrusted to theni. 
They did not ask that the sentences 
Mr. Willian Redmond. 
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should be lightened ; they did not com- 
plain of the paltry imprisonment to which 
they were subjected ; all they asked was 
that the men who were sentenced in 
Ireland to these punishments should not 
he asked to undergo the degradation 
which was only meted out in this country 
to the worst class of criminals. Nothing 
more contemptible, nothing more cowardly 
or more totally lveking in all the instincts 
of gentility, could beimagined than the con 
duct of the right hon. Gentleman the Chiet 
Secretary in endeavouring to degrade the 
men who were politically opposed to him, 
It would be said that these Gentlemen 
were impri-oned for infraction of the law. 
It was no such thing. ‘The pretence 
was too transparent. ‘They were im- 
prisoned because they were political 
opponents of the Chief Secretary and 
the Government. If hon. Members 
compared the administration of the law 
in the North and South of Ireland they 
would find that while in the South 
representative men who openly mad 
speeches weretreated ascommoncriminials 
in the streets of Belfast blasphemou: 
ruftians were allowed to disturb the public 
peace and insult the religion of the 
majority of the people, almost without 
hindrance. Yet they were told toadmire 
and respect the impartiality with which 
the law was administered! All he could say 
was that the refusal of the Government 
to grant even one day for the discussion 
of the condition of Ireland proved that tl 
Chief Secretary was fully aware that his 
doings in that country would not bear 
exposure and criticism. He theretor 
hoped that every Member who was not 
bound to the Government in_ slavish 
obedience would support the demand 
which had been made on behalf of th 
vast majority of the Irish people. 


(5.49.) Mr. LOUGH appealed to 
the right hon. Gentleman to recon- 
sider his decision. ‘The Irish Party 
had refrained from moving the ad- 
journment of the House, he believed, 
out of a desire to promote Government 
business, and, that being so, it was very 
astonishing that they should be met as 
they had been. The right hon. Gentle- 
man was adopting a course which would 
bestrew his path with difficulties right 
up to Christmas. The usual practice ot 
the House, when such a state of affairs 
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as was to be seen in Ireland existed, was 
to grant a reasonable demand for discus- 
sion. That was a more convenient way 
ot dealing with the question than by 
Motions for adjournment, of which, if a 
day were not granted, there might 
possibly be half a dozen. During the 
recess he had visited Lreland, spending the 
ereater part of his time in one of the 
proclaimed districts. There was not a 
vestige of crime to justify the proclama- 
tion of that area, and a certain incident 
which it had been thought might lead 
to crime and was the cause of the 
procamation had, as a matter of 
fact, been peaceably settled. That 
showed that the House would not be 
i & position to judge of this question 
it it confined its attention to the violent 
ispects ot the matter. There was 
almost a total upheaval of the social 
system in Ireland. Every class in 
every part of the country was dis- 
contented. Ulster rivailed the West 
and South in its discontent; the land- 
lords, who used to be the bulwarks o! 
English rule in Ireland, were, if possible, 
more discontented than the tenants. 
(nder these circumstances it was surely 
strong thing for the Prime Minister 
to say that he would not give the 
slightest opportunity for discussion. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: 


inything otf the kind. 


I never said 


Mr. LOUGH had no desire to put 
words into the mouth of the right 
hon. Gentleman, but surely he wou'd 
idmit that he had driven Irish Members 
back on Motions for Adjournment. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: What I said 
was that [ have followed ordinary 
precedent in saying that the business 
o: the House at an Autumn Session 
should be Government business. Un- 
questionably there must be some 
satety-valve or some opportunity for 
discussing other matters, but that is 
provided for by the Rule of the House 
in regard to Motions for adiournmeat 
on matters of urgent public importance 
a privilege which I have never sought to 
withdraw from the House. In addition to 
that, there is the more solemn and 
elaborate method by which, when the 
Opposition formally demand a day fora 
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vote of censure on the Government, 
that day is given. This question of the 
extension of the Crimes Act has already 
been debated at great length this session 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said the question 
that had been debated was that of the 
application of the Crimes Act without 
proclamation. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think I am 
right in saying the question was very 
elaborately debated, although there may 
have been a certain number of counties 
added since. Whatever may be said of 
the action of the Government, | hope it 
will not be said that it has been dis- 
courteous to hon. Members opposite. 

Mr. LOUGH said he would say 
nothing more about Motions for 
Adjournment, except that in the 
present instance they were most un- 
suitable and did not at all meet the 
reasonable demands of Irishmen. The 
Prime Minister had said a day would be 
granted if the regular Opposition asked 
for it. But that raised a very difticult 
question. The trish Party were, per- 
haps, the strongest section of the 
Opposition to the Government, and, 
seeing that the demand was supported 
by so many Members, it would be well not 
to persist in requiring them to submit 
to the humiliation of asking an Enelish 
Member to make this request. As to 
the point that the proclamation had 
already been discussed, that was almost 
a disingenuous answer, ‘The situat on 
was daily getting worse, and the request 
for an opportunity of discussing it was 
ruthlessly, almost rudely, refused. He 
thanked the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for Montrose Burghs for sup- 
porting the Amendment, and hoped 
many Members would join’ him = in 
voting for it in the lobby. 


*Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College 
Green) pointed out that since the House 
adjourned in August ten frish Members 
had been sentenced to terms of imprison- 
ment. He claimed this as an extra- 
ordinary state of affairs, and as such 
they were justified in claiming a day 
to put their case before the House. 
li Members were gagged in the 
House they had no alternative but to 
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go back to Ireland and take to the 
platiorm, with the result that they would 
he pui into gaol, Thus, whether they 
came to the House or went to their 
constituents, justice was denied to them. 
Look at the manner in which they were 
treated in the House of Commons. It 
had been said that the [Trish people would 
he justified in taking every means in 
their power to strike a blow back at 
England if this state of things went on. 
He welcomed what had been done by the 
Chief Secretary and the First Lord of the 
Treasury, and the people of Ireland must 
he ready to strike back blow for blow. 
He sat in the House as the representative 
of one of the divisions of the capital ol 
Ireland. and he protested against the 
proclaiming of the Citv of Dublin. He 
denied that 


lis Aet. and hie 


there was any reason for 





t challenged the 
Chier Secretary to show that there 
was. \fter this injustice had been 


done to them the Prime Minister 
Irish Members 


denied 
ven the commen. justice 
Y heard in their own defence 


Of beim 


That J rben lamation 


had done much to 


convert Conservatives in) Ireland to 
Nationalist principles, and many of them 
were How prepared to assist the National 
ists in vetting a Parliament of their own. 
He had been told) this hy many Conser 


‘ p 
vatiVes, Who protest aI avgalnst the wanton 
i 





insult inflicted upon the Trish people by 
the Chief Se retary for Treland. He 
appealed to hoth sidles oj the House 


to look at what all this meant. They 





had “removables ” to try them and. casi 
them into gaol, It trouble nrose in 
Irelantit would have been created by the 
Chief Secretary. If the House of Com 
mons retused to hear them that day they 
would return to the public platforms in 
Ireland and tell the people that it was no 
use sending them to the English Parlia 
ment Where thes could not get justice. 
For whatever might occur in lreland 
during the coming winter the responsi 
bility would lie upon the Members on the 
Treasury Bench. Trish Members knew 
their duty, and while they had the eon 
fidence ot the people of Ireland they would 
carry on this struggle until they achieved 
their object, and that was the right to 
manage their own affairs. It was un- 
worthy of a powerful Government to 
deny to Llrish representatives the discus- 
sion of such an extraordinary state of 
things as existed in Ireland at the present 
moment. The nigger and the painted 
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savage in Uganda got consideration, Iut 
the [Trish Members only got the plank 
bed and * skilly.” He wished to enter 
his protest against the action as the Prime 
Mimister, and they would do their best 
to make things hot for the Government. 


Mr. JOUN ELLIS (Nottinghamshire. 
Rusheliffe) said that after listening to 
the debate he had been led to ask him 
self the fundamental question, what did 
the House of Commons exist for! Hi 
objected to the whole Motion before the 
House, and he wished to ask the Prime 
Minister to Zo back to his earlier days 
in regard to this matter. The right hon 
Gentleman made a speech a good many 
years ago, when he was in a position ot 
greater freedom and less responsibility, 
in whieh he said that the House ot 
Commons was not to be judged by its 
output, or as a machine upon which 
Minister could take a handle and throw 
an important part out of gear, but 
was an assembly to consider the wants 
and wishes and aspirations of the people. 
He saw a notice in one of the papers t 
the effect that this Motion would be th 
first matter before the tlouse, but thi 
width, breadth, and extent’ of this pro- 
posal had hardly been appreciated. Lh 
Prime Minister had retrained trom quot- 
ing anv precedent for this Motion, and 
the precedent of 1895 was not at al 
connected with the question betore thy 
House. Could they fancy such a stat: 
of things in the old times! ¢ ould the) 
imagine any Leader of the House rm 
fusing a day's debate on the state o 
Ireland in the condition in which that 
country was at the present moment! 


Mr. A. J. 


retused it. 


BALFOUR: I have not 


Mr. JOHN ELLIS saidthey came to thi 
House of Commons to diseuss affairs o 
the greatest importance to their con- 
stituents. If anything of this kind was 
occurring in the counties of England. 
and if any request of this nature was 
made by any representative for a county 
division, such a request would be granted 
at once. A Motion like this, and, above 
all, the exclusion of any opportunity t 
Irish Members to bring their grievance- 
betore the House, was a derogation ot 
one of the most sacred duties of this 
mother of Parliaments. 
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(6.10.) Mr. POWER (Waterford, E.) 
said that earlier in the afternoon Mr. 
Speaker read two letters announcing 
that two Members of this House were 
under arrest, and undergoing hard 
labour in one of the prisons of !reland. 
Mr. Speaker was then reminded that 
these were not the only cases, and that 
seven other Irish Members had been 
arrested, and no notification had been 
sent to the authorities of this House 
They all recognised that Irish Members 
did not stand on a par with other hon. 
Members of this House, for the authori- 
ties in [reland had given them an 
example that such was the ease. If any 
English, Scotch, or Welsh Members were 
arres.ed, would anybody say that the 
authorities would not communicate with 
this House ? They happened to be Irish 
Members, and that wasthe reason. ‘They 
had another object lesson in the way the 
First Lord of the Treasury had treated 
the Motion made by the hon. \lember 
for the City of Cork. He said that he 
did not see what ground his hon. friend 
had tor that Motion, and he asked what 
had ocenrred in [reland to justify such 
a Motion. What did the right hon. 
Gentlenuan want to oceur in Lreland ! 
Did he want them to go back to the old 
The Prime Minister 
himself was incharge of this Coercion 
Act when it was introduced and passed 
through the House of Commons, and if 
any Coercion Act should be reviewed in 
this House it was the Act of the right 
hon. Gentleman, which was a perpetual 
one, and not in the same category as 
other Coercion Acts. Upon other occa- 
sions the Minister in charge proved that 
exceptional crime existed in the country, 
but now thev had little or no crime in 
Ireland; and beeause Lreland was not 
turbulent, and Irish representatives 
asked for an opportunity for discussing 
Irish administration, their request was 
retused. It was idle tor the Prime 
Minister to sav that he had not deprived 
them of this opportunity. He should 
like to know what opportunity a Motion 
for the adjournment of the House gave 
for discussing matters of that description. 
In dealing with the way in which co- 
ercion was administered they could go 
into details, but on a Motron for the 
adjournment of the House that was im- 
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possible. The First Lord of the Treasury 
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had in previous sessions given specimens 
of the Way in which he regarded the Lrish 
Members. When they were libeiled in 
thePress and twogentlemen were brought 
to the bar of the House, his action in- 
dicated the amount of respect he had 
tor the representatives of Ireland. The 
hon. Member ventured to say that the 
action of the right hon. Gentleman this 
evening was a new proof that there was 
one law and rule tor the Irish Members 
and other laws and rules for other Mem 
bers. Even from the right hon. Genth 

man's own point of view the attitude he 
had taken up this evening would not 
facilitate matters in that House. Was 
it not enough that the constitution 
should be suspended throughout the 
whole country where erime did no 
exist! Members returned by th 

country to stire the case in the House 
otf Commons, and to show that e 

ercion was aimed not at crime an 

criminals in the ordinary sense, 
at political opponents and rganisatio! S. 
were refused a hearing He had neve 
been more amazed than by the action ot 
the Government in this matter. Jlon- 
ourable men were sent to prison to herd 


ou 


with garrotters and pick pockets, becatist 
thev endeavoured to defend the interests 
ot the peoples The mo thpi ce of the 
Government had stated that the Gover 
ment were unable to settl the land 
question, That was only another illus 
tration of the incompetence of the 
British Government to manage Lisi, 
affairs in accordance with Irish opinior. 
He firmly believed that the lesson given 
to the Irish people tonight would not be 
lost on them. 


Mr. BELL (Derby) said he desir 
to say only a tew words in support ot 
the Amendment and against the proposal 
of the Prime Alinister to take the whel 
time of the House for Government 
business during the remainder of tle 
He did so apart irom the fact 
that he was convinced the state o 
Ireland was such as to warrant some 
part of their time being devoted to ts 
consideration. There were many subjects 
of vital impo:tance to the working classes 
of this country, which hon. Members 
had not had au opportunity of raising 
during the recent session, and whici 
during the present session they ought to 


session. 
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have an opportunity of discussing. They | offences at all, they would not follow 


had been given to understand that the 
iXdueation Bill was to occupy the greatest 


part of the time of the House. The | 


education question, he admitted— 


*Mr. SPEAKER : Order, order! That 
does not arise on the Amendment. 


» Mr. BELL: I thank you, Mr. Speaker, 
but could [ not extend that t apply not 
only to the grievances of Ireland but to 


) 


other grievances also ! 


*Mr. SPEAKER said that could not be 
done. 


Mr. CONDON (Tipperary, E.) said he 
would not intervene in the debate were it 
not that he desired to place before the 
tlouse certain information which he had 
required as a magistrate, and which 
s rengthened the demand made for a day 
to discuss the condition of atfairs in [re- 
tend. He was well known at home to be 
vr uncompromising fee of British rule in 
Ireland. He believed the Prime Minister 
had contributed to no small extent to the 
promotion of their views in Ireland ly his 
attitude to the Irish 
tis evening, and his refusal to give a day 
tor the discussion of the state of affairs in 
ireland. The right hon. Gentleman had 
stated that the request would have been 
conceded if it had been made hy a British 
r presentative, That Was an 
lesson which would burn into the hearts 
of the lrish people. The administration 
of the Coercion Act in Ireland at present 
was cowardly and unmanly. ‘The principal 
reason Why he asked a day for the cis- 

ission of Trish atfairs was that he had 
personal knowledge of what his friends 
were enduring day by day in His Majesty's 
prisons wader the Coercion Act. He was 
Visiting Justice of one of the jails where 
duv after dav his friends were subjceted 
to indignities by being compelled, while 
wearing prison clothes, to pick oaktuin, to 
work in wash-heuses and stone-vards. 
The Irish Members wished to have the 
opportunity of placing before the Members 
ot this House the facts in regard to the 
alleged offences for which these men had 
heen sent to prison. He believed in his 
seul that if it could be brought home to 
the minds of hon. Members that 
respectable men in Ireland were sent 

» prison for what were really not 


Mr. Bell, 


representatives 


object 


\Secretary into the lobby. 


Minister and the Chief 
Never was 
there an occasion when they had a more 
absolute right to demand a day for the 
discussion of the affairs of their country 
than the present. There were hundreds 
of Members of this House, on both sides, 
who knew nothing whatever of the 
conditions prevailing in Ireland. Ireland 
Was practically on the verge of revolt at 
present. The Chief Seeretary had 
acknowledged that neither he nor the 
(sovernment could settle the question in 
dispute between the landlords’ combina 
tion and the tenants’ combination. 
There was no crime or outrage in the 
country. The judges’ charges proved 
that. Criminal statistics, or rather the 
Want of criminal statistics, proved that 
day by day. Respectable neu were 
being sent to jail because thev held 
opinions contrary to the landlord class in 
that country. If their request for a day 
to discuss that state of affairs were not 
granted now, they would vet it yet, 
whether the would or 
not. They did not ask it as a favour. 
lf the Government refused to grant it, 
on their heads bethe responsibility. ‘the 
[rish Members were prepared tuo take 
theirs. 


the Prime 


Government 


(6.25.) Mr. JOHN 


(Mayo, S.) rose to continue the 


O'DONNELL 
debate. 


Mr. A.J. BALFOUR: | beg to move 
that the (Juestion be now put. 


Mr. SPEAKER proceeded to put the 
Question, That the Question be now 
put.” 

Mr. JoHN O'DONNELL remain d 
standing in his place, amid cheers from 
the lrish Members, and cries ot “Gag,” 
“Cowardly.” and ‘Fair Piay.” The 
*Order” and = the noise 

the House prevented the 
words of the hon. Member tor South 
Mavo being heard. He moved nearer 
the Speaker, and endeavoured to address 
the Tiouse while standing in the second 
row behind the Front Opposition Bench, 
but the prevail ng noise rendered any 
report impossible. When the hubbub 
had partially sutisided 
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*Mr. SPEAKER said: The hon. Member 
is not in order in addressing the House, 
and | hope he will not persist. 


Mr. Joun O’DONNELL declined to 
resume his seat, and Mr. SPEAKER named 
him tor disregarding the authority ot 
the Chair. Speaking amid considerable 
tumult, the hon. Member cried, ‘It is 
not enough tor the Prime Minister and 
Chief Secretary to put me into jail for 
six months, but they are now trying to 
gag me.” Mr. O'DONNELL then crossed 
the floor of the House, and standing 
near Mr, A. J. Balfour, between the 
Table and the Treasury Bench, addressed 
the right hon.Gentlemun individually, but 
the words did not reach the reporters’ 
gallery. When going back to his place 
the how Member turned round and 
shouted “I despise you, 1 despise you. 


Mr. SPEAKER at this stage gave an 
instruction to the Serveant-at-Arms, to 
ypen the doors, whieh had been closed 
for the division on the Closure. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR moved that the 
hon. Member tor South Mayo be  sus- 
pended from the serviee of the House. 

*Mr. SPEAKER: The Question is, 
that Mr. John O'Donnell be suspended 
trom the service of the House. 
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Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 
S.): What has became of the Closure 
Motion ? 


Mr. MACVEAGH (Down, 8.): On 
a point of order, | wish to ask, Mr. 
Speaker, whether it is in order tor you 
to put tha. Motion when there is already 
a division proceeding on another Motion. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Yes. It disorder 
intervenes, requiring the action of the 
Chair, it isin the power ot the Chair to 
interrupt the division and order the 
doors to be opened. 


Mr. NANNETTIL: On another point 
Mr. Speaker, [ want to: know 
whether. when we come back trom the 
division lobbies, we will be entitle! to 
take the same position with reterence to 
the ag of the Prime Minister, that 
Member for South Mayo has 


of order, 


the hon. 
taken. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: 


of order at all. 


That is not a point 


(6.28.) Question put, “ That Mr. John 
O'Donnel: be suspended from the service 
ot the House.’ —(C Vr. Ale > is Bultour.) 


The House divided:—Ayes, 541; 
Noes, 51. Division List, No. 


DS). ) 


AYES. 


\eu-Gardner, James Tynte Bhownagerea, 
Aird, Sir Joho 

Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope pill, 
\rnold-Forster, Hugh ©. 
\rrol, Sir William 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Rt. Hn. Herbert Henry 
Atherley Jones, L. Bowles, T. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John Brand, Hon. 
Bailey, James (Walworth) Brige, John 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balearres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour, Rt. Ha. A. J.(Maneb’r) >) Ball, William 
Balfour, RtHnGerald W.( Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christeh. 
Banbury, Frederick George Burt, Thomas 
Barran, Rowland Hirst Caine, 
Barry, ~ Francis T (Windsor) 
Bartley, George ©. T. 
Bathurst, Hn. Allei.- 
Beckett. Ernest William 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 


Charies 


Bond, Edward 
Boseawen, 





+ The Parliamentary 
words addressed by the hon. 
coward Wyndham % 


here you gay me. 


Member to Mr. 


Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 
Bigwood, James 


Bolton, Thomas Dolliny 


Arthur Griftith- 
Bowles, ‘apt. H.F.( Middlesex) 
Gibson (Kiag's Lynn 
Arthur G. 


Brooktield, Colonel Montagu 
Brown Alexander H. (Shiropsh.) 
Bryce. Rt. Hon. 
James 
Ballard, Suv Harry 
Rurdett-Coutts, 


William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 

Campbell, Rt HnJ. A.(Glasgow 
Benjamin | Carlile, ge Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 


repre-entative of the Freemans Journal was 


When [ speak in Ireland he puts me in gaol. 
You are his accomplice in this cowardly business. 


‘autley. Henry Strother 
‘avendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
‘avendish, V. C. W. (Derbysh. 
‘awley, Frederick 

‘ayzer. Sur Charles William 
‘ecil, Evelya (Aston Manor) 
‘ecil, Lord Hugh (Gaeenwich) 
Shamberlain, Rt. Hn. J. (Biri. 
hamberiain,J..Austen( Worer 
gag ayne, T. (9 thampton 
‘haplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
‘hapman, Edward 
‘harrington, Spencer 
‘hurehill, Winston Spencer 
‘lare, Octavius Leigh 

‘live, Captain Pere e A. 
‘ochrane, Hoa. Tinos. H. A. | 
‘ohen, Benjamin Louis 
‘ollings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
‘olomo,SirJ olhnCharles Realy 
‘ompton, Lord Alwyne 
orbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
‘ox, lrwin Edward Bainbrid.ss 
raiz, Robert Hunter 


James 


W. 


(ie, ay A A A A A ee ee a A ee A oe oe a a a es ame 


se informed * that the 
Balfour were as tollows :—‘t Where is that 
When Lattempt to speak 
I despise you both. 
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Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Crombie, John William 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Dalziel, James Henry 

Denny, Colonel 

Dewar.John A. (Inverness-sh. ) 
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Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Horner, Frederick William 








Horniman, Frederick John 
Houldsworth, Sir Win. Henry 
Houston, — Paterson 


Hozier. Hn. James Henry Ceeil 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
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Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
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Lowther. Ri. Hn. James (vent) 
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Lovd, Arciie Kirkman 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft 
Liicas, Ree apcag eg 


L segue, | ol. Hen. 
Leigh-Bennett. 
Lle wellyn, 
gat g 
Long 
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Macartney Rt Hn Wet lison 
Macdona, Jolin © 
M-Arthar, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Arthur, Willis (Coruwall) 
M'Calmont.Col WoL. Bb. Cambs 
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Manners, Lord Cecil 
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Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, Arthur H. 
Mount, Willian A 
Mowbray, 


untining 


rthur 
Sir Robert Gray C 


Muntz, Sir Philip A. 


the House. S4 


Murray, Rt HnA.Graham(Bute 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath 
Newnes, Sir George 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Norman, tHenry 
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Plummer, Walter R. 
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Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
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Kandles, Joh s. 
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(reorve , 
ke harads, Lleniy 
Kidiev, Hin. M. W y 
Kudley ss. Pords( Bethnal Green 
Kitchie, Rt. Hu, has. Thomson 
Roberts, John‘ H. (Denbighs. 
vuinmund (Dinicee 
Roe, Sir Thomas 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L 
lonel Robert 
y tion. Lis 


Richard 


James 
arne 
> 
Rea, 
Kemmeant, 
Renwick, 
harles 
Stily brid r 


Kobertson, | 


Ropner, Co 
. . 





mel Walter 


POTHSCHL 

Round, Re. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutiertord, Jolin 


ol, Samuel Alexander 
H urns S. (Limehouse 
(Marylebone, W. 
Seely, Charles Hilton (Lin 
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Seton ae Henry 
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| Ward 
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Spencer, Sir KE. (W. Bromwich 
Stanley, 
Stanley, 
Stewart. Sir Mark.J. 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Stroyan, John 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humpblry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E, (Chicester 
Thomas, Abei (Carmarthen, EF.) 


Samuel, 
Scott, Sir "I 


Skewes-Cox, 


Sloan, 


Sinith, 
Spear, John 


iMhdward Jas. (Somerset 
Lord (Lanes. ) 
M:Taggart 
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6.40.) Question put, “ That the The House divided:—Ayes, 265; 
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Robert Hunt 
Euvene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, Jobn William 
Cullinan, J. 

Dalziel, James Henry. 
Davies, Alfred (Carmart 
Davies, M. Vanghan-)Cardi.an 
Delany, William 

Devlin, Joseph 

Dewar, Jolin A. (Inverness-sh. 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 


Craix, 
Crean, 


hen) 





( 
SY 


Doog 
Dam 
Edw: 
Ellis 
Eval 
Fary 
Fitz 
Flyn 
Fost: 
Fow 
Full 
Galli 
Glad 
God 
Gran 
Har 
Han 
Hay: 
Hay: 
H iy! 





Cam 
Cam 
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Caw!) 
Clan 
Cond 
Crai: 
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ali 


H. 
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ts.) 
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indi 
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SY Business of 
Doogan, P. Cy 

Dann, Sic William 

Edwards, Frank 

Ellis. Joun Edward 

Evans, Sir PrancisH( Maidstone 
Farquaarson, Dr. Robert 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flynn, James Christopher 
a, g Walter (Derby Co.) 


Fowler, Hon. Sir Henry 
Fulle J. WL F 
Gilliog ily, « James 


Gladstone, Rt HnHerbert John 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grant, Corrie 

Harcourt. Rt. oe Sir William 
Har msworth, Leice ster 
Hayden, John hers *k 

Hayne, Kt. Hon. CharlesSeale- 
Hayter, Rt. Hon. SirArthur D. 
Healy, Timothy Michael 
Helme. Norval Watson 


Holland, Sir William) Henry 
Horniman. Frederick John 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 


lacoby, James Alfred 

Jones. David Bry amor(Swansea 
Jordan, Jeremiah 
Jovee. Michiel 
Kinloeh. Sir John Geo, 
mit son, Sir James 
Lingley. Batty 
Lay Jand-Barratt, 
Le um. Edinund 
Lee se. Sirdoseph hk, 
Leigh, Sir Jose ph 
L, 
Ll 
L 


Smyth 


Francis 
Accrington 


a , Maurice 
vel Creorge David 
John William 


(G.5S, 


wor 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 
lan. Sir Win. (Gateshead ) 

Ambrose, Robert 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 

Asquith, Rt Hu. Herbert Henry 

Atherley-Jones, L. 

Barlow, John Emmott 

Barran, Rowland Hirst 

Barry E, (Cork, 8.) 

Bayley, Thes. (Derbyshire) 

Bell, hic shard 

Boland, John 

— Thomas Dolling 
Brand, Hon. Arthur G. 

Bris, John 

Bryce, Ru. Hon. 

Burt, Thomas. 

Buxton. Sydoey Charles 

Caine, William Sproston 

Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 5.) 

Causton, Richard Knight 

Cawley, Frederick 

Claney, Jolm Joseph 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 

Craig, Robert Hunter 

Crean, Eugene 


James 


) Question put accordingly, “ That 
ls be there inserted.” 
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Lundon, W. 

Mae Donnell, Dr. Mark A 
Maenamara, Dr. Thomas J 
MaeNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Arthur, Ww illiam (Cornwall) 
M‘Govern, ' 

M‘kkenna, Revinald 
M‘kKillop, W. (Stigo, North) 
M:Laren,Sir Charles Benjainin 
Manstield, Horace Rendall 

M: ther, Sir William 

Morley, Charles ( Breconshire) 
Morley, "Rt. Hp. John( Montrose 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Newnes, Sir George 

Norman, Henry 

O'Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O'Brien, -e il (Tipp ary Mid) 
O'Brien, P. J. (Pipperary, N.) 
() Brien, W 7 am (Cork) 

O Connor, James Wicklow, W. 
O'Connor, J. | Liverpoo:) 

O Dowd, John 

O' Kelly,Conor (Mayo, N.) 

O Kelly, James( Roscommon, N 
O'Malley, William 

O'Mara, James 

(Stee, James John 
Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 
Pearson, Sir Weetiman D. 


Perks, Robert William 
Pickard, Benjamin 
Pirie, Duncan V. 


Power, Patrick Joseph 

Rea, Kussell 

Redmond, William (Clare) 
Reid. Sirk. Threshie( Dumfries) 


The 
Noes, 262 


AYES 


Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
Cullinan, J. 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Delany, Willian 

Devlin, Joseph 
Dewar, John A. 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. 
Doogan, P.. 
Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 

Ellis, John Edward 
Evans,SirFrancisH( Maidstone 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
sen ‘e, Lord Edmond 
Flynn, James Christopher 


(Inverness-sh, 
Sir Charles 


Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) | 


Fowler, = 
Fuller, J. M. 
Gilhooly, 


He m. Sir Henry 4 
\3h8 
Jame s 


Gl: udatone, Rtn. HerbertJohn | 


Goddard, Danie! Ford 
Grant, Corrie 


Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Sir William | 


Harmsworth, BR. Leicester 
Hayden, Jolin Patrick 


House 


the House. 90 


Roberts, John H. (Denbighs) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Roche, Joan 

Roe, Sir Thomas 

Schwann, Charles E. 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Spencer, RtHn€. KR. (Northants 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Sullivan, Donal 

Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E. 
Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 
Thomson, fF. W. (York, WLR. 
Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Phillips 
Wallace, Robert 
Walton, Jolin Lawson(Leeds,S. 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay,T. 
Wason E uvene 

Weir, James Galloway 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E. 8.) 

W hitley,George (York, W. R. 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond ( Merioneth) 
Wilson. Fred. W.( Norfolk, Mid 
Wilson, Henry J. (York. W. R.) 


Wilson. Join (Durhain, Mid.) 
Yoxall, James Henry 
TELLERS FOR THE NOES 


Captain Donelan and Mr. 
Patrick O'brien. 


L150 : 


3387.) 


divided : 
(Division List, 


Ayes, 
No. 


Kit. Hon. Chas. Seale- 
Hayter, Rt. Hon.sir Arthur D. 
Healy, Timothy Michael 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Jones, David Brynmor(Sw nsea 
Jordan, Jeremiah ona 
Joyce, Michael 
Kinloch, Sir John Geo. Sinvrthi 
lvitson, Sir James 
Langley, Batty 
Layland- Barratt, 

| Leamy, Edmund 

Leese, SirJoseph F.(Aceringt'n 

Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Levy, Maurice 

Lloyd-George, David 

| Logan, John William 

| Lundon, W. 

MaeDonnell, Dr. 

| Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
| MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 

| MacVeagh, Jeremiah-~ -« 

| M‘ Arthur, William (Cornwal 4 

| MGovern, T. 


Hayne, 


Francis 


Mark A. 








9] Business of 


M‘Kenna, Revinald 
M:Killop, W. (Slige, North) 
M'Laren, Sir Chas. Benjamin 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Mather, Sir William 

Morley, Charles ( Breconshire} 
Morley. Rt. Hn. Jolin( Montrose 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Newnes, Sir George 
Norman, Henry 
O’Brien. James F. X. (Cork) 
( Brien, Kendal ( Tipperry Mid 
(Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
(Y Brien, William: (Cork) 
(Y Connor, James (Wicklow, W 
(YConnor, ‘TP. (Liverpool) 
(Dowd, John 
() Kelly. seems Mayo, N. 
ke ly James (Roscommon, N 
(Malley. William 
() Mara, James 
(YShee, James John 
Partington, Oswald 

Paulton. James Mellor 


\ve-Gardner, James Tynte 
Aird, Sir Jolin 

Ansor, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh 0. 
Arrol, Sir William 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 


Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Dalearres, Lord 

Baldwin, Altred 

Balfour, Re. Hon. A.J. (Mane’r 
Balfour, Rt Hn Gerald Wi Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth I. (Christeh. 
Banbury. Frederick George 
Barry, Sir Francis T. 
Bathurst. Hn. Allen Benjamin 
Beckett, Ernest Wilham 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownageree, Sir M. M. 
Bienold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Bill. Charles 

Bond, Edward 

Boseawen. Arthur Griffith- 


Bowles, Capt. H. F. (Middlesex 
Bowles 'T. Gibson ( King’s Lynn 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. Joha 


Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Brown, \lexander H.(Shropsh. 
Bull, William James 

Bullard, Sir Harry 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 
Campbell, tt Hon J A (Glasg’w 
Carlile. William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cantley. Henr . ao 
Cavenoish, ey Lanes ) 
Cavendish, \ pDertonle 
Cayzer, Sir ¢ ai s William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Maner) 
Cecil, Lord Hueh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt Hn J. (Birm. 
Chamberlain,.J Austen( Wore’r 
Chamberlayne, T. 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 


(Windsor 


(Sthampton 


‘COMMONS } 


Pearson, Sir Weetiman D. 
Perks, Robert William 
Pickard, Benjamin 

Pirie, Dunean V. 

on r. Patrick Joseph 

Ren Russe ll 

Redmond, William (Clare) 
Reid, Sir R. Threshie( Dumfries 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs. } 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Roche, John 

Roe, Sir Thomas 

Schwann, Charles E. 

Sheehan, Damel Daniel 
Shipman, Dr. John G 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Spencer, Rt Hn. (Northants 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Sullivan, Donal 

Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E 
Thomas, Sir A. (Ghunorgan, E 
Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W. R 


Tomkinson, James 

NOES. 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colom, Sir Jobim Chas. Ready 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett A. Cameron (Glasgow ) 
Corbett, T. (Down, North) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Crossley, Sir Savile 
Cubitt. Hon. Henry 
Cust, Henry John ©. 


Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Denny, Colonel 

Dickin-on. Robert Edmond 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dimsdale. Sir Joseph Cocktield 
Di-raeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dorington, Rt. Hon. SirJohn E. 
Doughty, George 

Douglas. Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxtord. Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence. Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. Hn Sir Wilbam Hart 
Everton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Faher, George Denison (York) 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt HnSir.J( Mane’r 
Fieldex, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher. v illis un Haves 

Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald. Sir Robt. Penrose- 
Fitzroy, Hin. Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Forte-cue 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, PhilipS( Warwick, S.W 
Gardner, Ernest 

Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8.) 
Cordon MajEvars-(T’rH'ml'ts 


Jdelh, 
Jetfreys, Rt 


the House. §” 


Toulmin, George 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Wallace, Rober é 
Walton, J. Lawson 
Walton, Joseph | 
Warner, Thomas ¢ 
Wason, Eugene 


(Leeds.S, 
Barnsley 
ourtenay T, 


Weir, James Galloway 
White, George iN: mtolk 
White, Luke (York. E. 2 


Whiteley, George ( York, W.] 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palme: 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth 
Wilson, a: Nortolk, Mid 
Wilson, Henry J.) York, WLR.) 
Wilson, Jobn ~b hs Mid. 


Woodhouse, Sit T | Hudd'rstd 
TELLERS FOR THE AyEs— 
Captain Donelain end Mr. 
William O Brien. 
Gore. Hons. F. Ormeby Line. 


(corst. Rt. Hn. Sir Jolin Eldon 
Croschen, Hon. Ge etiam vehim 
Gray. Ernest (West Hin 
Greene, Sir EW DB cys Ediuv nds 
Crenfell, Willian Henry 


Crretton, John 

Crroves, James Grimble 
Cruest. Hlon. Ivor ¢ hurchil 
Hall, Edward Marshewll 
Halsey. Rt. Hon. Thomas F 
Hambro, Charles Eric 


Hamilton, Rtn rd i Midd'x 
Hamilton. a arqot( Lond nd rry 
Hanbury. Rt. Hon Robert Win. 
a el Kent. Ashtrd 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 


Haslam. Sir Altred S 
Hateh, Ernest Prederick Geo. 
Hay, Hon. Clauds George 


Heath, Arthur Howard: Hanly 
Heath. James (Stathords, N.W. 
Henderson, Sir Alexander 
Hermon-Hodyve, Sir Robert T. 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 
Hiveinbottom, S. W. 

Hoare, Sir Samme] 

Hobhouse, Henry, Somerset, § 


Hoes, Lindsay 
Hope.J. F.(Shetiield, Brightside 
Hornby, Sis Wi liam Henry 


Houldsworth, Sir “in. Henry 
Houston, Rohe at Paterson 
Hozier. Hon. James Henry Cecil 
Sir Richard Claverhouse 
. Hon. Arthur Fred. 
Kemp, George 

Kennaway, Kt. Hon.SirJobn H 
Kenyon. Hon. Geo. T, (Denbigh) 
Kenyon-Slaney. Col. W.(Salop. 
Keswick, William 

Kimber, Henry 


| King, Sir Henry Seymonr 


| Lawson, 
| Lee, Arthur H( Hants..Farehaim 


| 


Andrew Bonar (Giascow 


Jobn Grant 


Law, 





Lege, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
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99 : 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry Pilkington, Lt.-Col. Richard Stanley, EdwardJas. (Somerset) 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine | Platt-Higyins. Frederick Stewart.Sir Mack. M-Tagyart 
Lmg,Col. Charles W( Evesham | Plummer, Walter R. Stone, Sir Benjamin 

« Long. Rt. Hn. Walter ( Beistol.S) | Powell, Sir Francis Sharp Stroyan, John 

inte Lonsdale, John Brownlee Pretyman, Ernest George Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 

T Lowe, Franeis William Pryee-Jones. Lt.-Col. Elward | Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 

ied Lovd, Archie Kirkinan Purvis, Robert Talbot, Lord EK. (Chichester) 
Lueas, Col. Francis( Lowestoft) | Pym, C. Guy Thornton, Percy M. 
Lucas, Reginald J.( Portsmouth | Quilter, Sir Cuthbert Tollemache, Henry J: oe s 
Macartney. Rt Hon W G Ellison | Randles, Johns. Tomlinson. Sir Wim. Edw. M. 

D Macdona, John Comming Rankin. Sir James Tritton, Charles me st 

i Maelver, Devi id ( Liverpool) Rasch. Major Frederic Carne fafnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 

WArthur, Charles (Liverpool) | Remnant, James Farquharson | Valentia, Viscount 

oth Mt ‘almont, ‘ol. r LB seg” Renwi k, George ; \ incent.| tol. Sirt ’. KH (Shettield 

lid Calmont, Col..J(Antron, FE. Richards, Henry Charles Walrond, Rt. Hn. SirW illiamH. 

I Iver. SirLe wis Es dishes ch iW) Ridley, Hh \. M.W.(Stalybridge) Wanklyn, James Leslie 

AL WKillop, James (Stirlingshire | Ridley.s K ile BethnalGreen) | Warde. Colonel C. E. 

fd Manners, Lord Cecil Rirehie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Maple, Sir Jolin Blundell Rotleston, Sir John BF. L. Webb, Colonel Willian George 
Milvain, Thomas Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye Welby. Lt.-Col A.C. E( Taunton 

7 Montagu, (i, Huntingdon) R ypner, Colonel Robert Welby.sirCh wlesG .(Notts. ) 

Ir Montagu, Hon. J. Seott (Hants | R marge Hn. Li “s/o Walter Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloye 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacey Round, Rt. Hon. James Whitmore, Charles Algeron 
More. Robt. Jasper (Shropshire) | Royds, ¢ le ment ioe ux Williams. Rt Hn.J Powell-( Birm 
Morgan, David J (Walthmst'w | Rutherford, John Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Morrell, George Herbert Sutler, Col. Samuel Alexander | Willoughby de Evesby, Lord 
Morton, Arthur H. A. Samuel. Harry S. (Limehouse) | Willox, Sir John Archibald 

ine. Mount, Wiltiam Arthur Scott, Sir S. ( Marylebone, W.) | Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E. 

HOU Mow bray, Six Robert Griy C. Seely, Charles Hilton Lincoln) | Wilson... W.(Worcestersh. N.} 

‘im Muntz, Sir Pmirp A. Seely.Maj.J.E.B.(Lsleof Wight) | Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (Yorks. ) 
Murray. RtHnA.Graham( Bute) | Seton-Karr, Henry Wolif, Gustav Wilhelm 

nds Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) | Sharpe, William Edward T. Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart- 
Nicholson, William Graham Skewes-Cox, Thomas Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
YNeill, Hon. Robert Torrens | Sloan, Thomas Henry Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) Sinith, Abel H (Hertford. East) | Wyndham -Quin, Major W. H. 
“urker, Sir Gilbert Smith H.C.(N orth'm! Tyn'sicle Younger, William 
“rkes, Ebenezer Smith. James Parker( Lanarks. } 

i Vease. Herbert Pike( Darlingt’n) | Smith, Hon. W. FP. D. (Scrand) TELLERS FOR THE NvEs, 
Perey, Earl Speu John Ward Sir Alexander Acland 

!" Pierpoint, Robert Spencer, Sir E. (W. Bromwich) Hoodand Mr. Anstruther 





Mr. A. J. BALFPOUR claimed, * ‘That The House divided :— Aves, 262; 


he Main Question be now put. Moen 14% (livision bist, Ma 388) 
. 7.13.) Main Question put accordingly. 
ily 
Ww, 
AYES. 
© \yg-Gardner, James Tynte Boscawen. Arthur Griffith- Clive, Captain Percy A. 
\ird, Sir John Bowles, Capt. H. F.( Middlesex) | Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
\nson, Sir William Reynell Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
I {rkwright, John Stanhope Brooktield. Colonel Montagu Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
a“: \rnold-Forster, Hugh O. Brown, AlexanderH.(Shropsh.) | Colomb, Sir John Chas. Ready 
ide rrol, Sir William Bull, William James Compton, Lord Alwyne 
) a Rt. Hon. John Bullard, Sir Harry Corbett, A. Cameron,(Glsgow 
ae Bailey. James hs icant’ Burdett-Coutts, W. Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
: Bain, C elonel James Robert Campbell. Rt. Hn.J. A.(Glasgow | Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
il I ulcarres, Lerd Carlile, ee Walter Cranborae, Viscount 
aan Baldwin, Alfred . arson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. | Crossley, Sir Savile 
ae Balfour, Rt. Hon. A J.(Manch’r) | Cautley, Henry Strother Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Balfour, RtHn.Gerald W.( Leeds | : avendish, RJ F. (N. Lanes.) | Cast, Henry John C. 
tH Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christeh.) | Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbysh.) | Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
whi) Banbury, Frederick George Cayzer, Sir Charles William = | Denny, Colonel ; 
op. Bury, Sir Francis T. (Windsor) | Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) | Diekinson, Robert Edmond 
Bartley, George C. T. Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) | Diekson, Charles Scott 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin | Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.(Birm. | Dickson-Poynder, Sir Jolin P. 
Beckett, Ernest William Chamberlain.J.Austen(Wore'r | Dimsdale, Sir-Joseph Cock tield 
aid Bentinck, Lord Henry C. Chamberlayne, T. (S'thamptn. | Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. Chapmi in, Edward | Dorington, Rt. Hn. SirJohn E. 
= Bicnold, Arthur Cc harrin, “toa, Spencer Doughty, George 
I zwood, James hureh ll, Winston Spencer Douglas, ft. Hom. A) Akers- 
bill, Charles Clare, Uctavius Leigh Doxtord, Sir Willitun theodore 











QD Business of 


Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrenee, Sir Edwin 


Dyke, Kt. Hon. Sir Wim. Hart 
Everton, Hon. A. de Tattou 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 


Faber, George Deni-on (York) 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon, Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson. Rt. Hn. Sird.(Mne’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald, Sir Robt. Penrose- 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edw. Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 


Flower, Ernest 
Forster, Henry William 
Foster, P hilips. (Warwick. SW 


Gardner, Ernest 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fred. 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, S.) 
—- Maj Evans(T’rH ‘mlets 
Gore, = S.F. Ormsby-( Line.) 
Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir-John Eldon 
Goschen. Hon. ¢ ‘eorge Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Grey, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene.Sir E.W.( DB’ rys Edin'ds 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton John 
a s, James Grimble 
Guest, Hon. Iver Churchill 
Hall, Edward Marshall 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thowas F. 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Rt. Hn LordG. Mid’x 
Hamilton, Marg, of (Lond derry 
Hanbury, Rt. Hn. Robert Win. 
Hardy, Laurence( Went, Ashfrd 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslam. Sir Alfred S. 
Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, ArthurHoward( Hanley 
Heath, James (Staflords. N.W. 
Henderson, Sir Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Higvinbottom, S. W. 
Hoare, Sir Samuel 
Hobhouse, Henry(Somerset, EF. 
Hogg, Lindsay 
Hope,. 1. F.(Sheftield, Brightside 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Houston, Robert Paterson 
Hozier, Hn. James Henry Cecil 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys. Rt. Hon. ArtburFred. 
Jessel,Captain Herbert Merton 
Kemp, George 
Kennaway, Rt. Hn. Sir John H. 
Kenyon, Hon. Geo. T.( Deabigh) 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W.(Salop. 
Keswick, William 


Abraham, Wm? (Cork, N. E.) 
Allan, Sir Wm. (Gateshead) 
Ambrose, Robert 


Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Rt. Hn. Herbert Henry 
Atherley-Jones, L. 


| Remnant, 


(COMMONS!) 


Kimber, Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Law, Audrew Bonar (Glaszow 
Lawson, Johu Grant 
Lee. Arthur H(Hants.,} 
Leege, Col. Hon. Heneave 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col. Chas, W. (Evesham 
Long. Rt. Hn. Walter( BristoLs. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 

Loyd, Archie Nirkiman 
Lucas, Col. Franeis (Lowestoft 
Lueas, ReemaldJ.( Portsmouth 
Macart ney. Rt HnW.:. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, D. (Liverpool) 
M-Arthur, Chas, (Liverpool) 
M‘Calmont,Col. H.L. B.(Cambs 
M'Calmont,Col. J. Antrim, EF.) 
M-Iver,SirLewis( Edinl’gh, W. ) 
M-Killop.James(Stirlingshire) 
Manners, Lord Ceeii 

Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Milvain, Thomas 

Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Montagu, Hn. J. Seott( Hants.) 
Moon, Edward Robert Paey 
More. Robt. Jasper (Shropshire) 
Morgan. David.J.( Walth mst’ w 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, Arthur H. A. 

Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Muntz, Sir Philip A. 
Murray. ReHna. Graham( Bute 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Nicholson, William Graham 
(YNeill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Sir Gilbert 

Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pease, Herbt. Pike( Darlington) 
Pemberton, John S. G, 

Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 

Pilkington, Lt.-Col. Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lr.-Col. Edward 
Parvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 
Randles, John Ss. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
James Farquharson 
Renwick, George 

Richards, Henry Charles 
Ridley, Hon. M.W 
Ridley, 8. Forde(B'thn’] Grn) 


NOES, 


Barlow, John Emmott 
Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Bayley, Thomas (Derlyshire) 
Bell, Richard 

Boland, John 


“areham | 
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Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Rolleston, Sir John &. L, 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Rothschild, Hn. Lionel Walte; 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, — ut Molyneux 
Rutherford, Jehu 
Sadler, ¢ ‘ol. Samuel Alexander 
Samuei, Harry 8. (Limehouse) 
Scott, Sir. (Marylebone, W.) 
| Seely, Chas. Hilton (Lincoln) 
Seely, Maj.J. EE. B.(Lsteof Wight 
Seton-Karr, Henry 
| Sharpe, Win. Edward T. 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Sloan, Taomas Henry 
Smith, Abel H. (Herttord, East) 
Smith, H.C..N’th mb. Tyneside 
Smith, JamesParker( Lanarks, 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 
Spencer, Sir E. — Bromwich 
stanley, Edw. Jas. (Somerset) 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stewart,Sur Mark J. M¢Tagen 


Stoue, Sir Benjamin 
Stroyan, John 
Strutt, Hon. Chas. Hedley 


Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talboc, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Sir Win. Edw. M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vineent,Col. SirC E H.(SW tii Id 
Walrond, on Hn. Sir Wm. H. 
W: anklyn, « James Leslie 


Warde, Colonel C. EF. 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 


Webb, Colonel William George 
Welby, Lt-Col. AC E.( Taunton 
Welby, Sir Chas. G. E. (Notts. 
Wharton, Rt. Hn. John Lloya 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Rt HnJ Powell-(Birm 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 

| Wilson, A.Stanley( York, E.R ) 
Wilson,.J. W, ( Worcestersh. N.) 
Wilsen-Todd,Wm. H.( Yorks.) 
Wolff, _ “ay Wilhelm 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. b. Stuart- 
W ie ‘Sir Thomas 
Wyndham, Kt. Hon. George 

| Wy ndham-Quin, Major W. H. 
Younger, William 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES 
Sir Alexander <Acland- 
Hood and Mr. Anstruther. 


Thomas Dolling 
Arthur G. 


Bolton, 
Brand, Hon. 
Brig, John 
Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caine, William Sproston 
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‘aldwell, James 

‘ameron, Robert 

unpbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
‘auston, Riehard Knight 
‘awley Frederick 

‘laney, John Joseph 

‘ondon, Thomas Joseph 

raig, Robert Hunter 

‘rean, Eugene 

‘remer, William Randal 
‘rombie, John William 
‘linan, J. 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies. M. Vaughan (Cardigan 
Delany, William 

Devlin, Joseph 

Dewar, John A, (Inverness-sh. 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Doovan, P. ©. 

Duna, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 

“lis. John Edward 


Evans.SirFrancisH( Maidstone 


Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter | Dery Co.) 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Fuller, J. M, F. 

Gilhooly, James 
Gladstone. Rt. Hn. Herbt. John 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grant, Corrie 

Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Hayden, John Patrick 

Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- 
Havter, Rt. Hn. Sir Arthur DD. 
Healy, Timothy Michael 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Holland, Sr Win. Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hutton, Alfred FE. (Morley) 
Jacoby, Jimes Alfre l 


Ordered, That for the remainder of the 
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Jones, D. Brynmor (Swansea) | 


Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Kinloch, Sir John Geo. Smyth 
Kitson, Sir Jame: 

Langley, Batty 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 


| Leamy, Edmund 


Leese, Sir Jos. F. (Accrington) 


| Leigh, Sir Joseph 
| Levy, Maurice 


Lloyd George, David 

Logan, John William 
Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MaeNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M-Govern, T. 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 
M‘kKillop, W. (Sligo, N.) 
M-Laren, Sir Chas. Benjamin 
Manstield, Horace Rendall 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Newnes, Sir George 

Norman, Henry 

OBrien, James F. X. (Cork) 
() Brien, Kendal( Tipp rary Mid 
O'Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O Brien, William (Cork) 
(YConnor, Jas. (Wieklow, W.) 
(Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 

(Y Dowd, John 

Gi Welly, Conor | Mayo, WN.) 
(Kelly, Jas. (Roscommon, N.) 
OY Matley, William 

O Mara. James 

OsShee, James John 
Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 
Pearson, Sir Weetinan D. 
Perks, Robert William 
Pickard, Benjamin 
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Pirie, Dunean V. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Rea, Russell 

Redmond, William (Clare) 
Reid Sirk. Threshie! Duintries) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs. ) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Roche, Joha 

Roe, Sir Thomas 


| Schwann, Charles E. 


Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinelair, Jolin (Fortarshire) 
Spencer, Rt.Hn.C.R. (N thants 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Sullivan, Donal 

Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, FE.) 
Thomas.Sir A. (Glamorgan, E.) 
Thomas, David Alf. (Merthyr) 
Thomson, F. W. (York. WLR.) 
Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Wallace. Robert 

Walton, J. Lawson (Leeds. S.) 


| Waiton, Joseph (Barnsley) 


Amendments 


Warner, Thos. Courtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene 

Weir, James Galloway 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whiteley. Geo. (York, W.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifay) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth 
Wilson, Fred. W.( Norfolk, Mid. 
Wilson, Henry.J. (York, W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Woodhouse SirJ.'T.( Hodersi d. 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Captain Donelan and Mr. 
Patrick O Brien. 


Members were 





business do have 
precedence at every sitting, and at the 
conclusion of Government business on 
each day Mr. Speaker do adjourn the 
House without Question put. 


session, Government 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
BILL. 


Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee. ) 


Mr. J. W. LowrHer 
Penrith), in the Chair. 


(Cumberland, 


Clause &: 


(i.214.) Mr. 


LLOYD - GEORGE 


thought the Committee ought not to be, 


asked to take up this subject within three 
minutes of the suspension of the sittire. 
Moreover, before proceeding to the cis- 


VOL. CXIIL  [Fourrn Series. } 


entitled to some general statement from 
the Government as to their intentions, 
If the Prime Minister's Manchester speech 
was an indication of what the right hon. 
Gentleman thought the Edueation Bill 
ought to be, it was clear he ought to put 
down a series of Amendments to ettect 
the necessary alterations. ‘Then there 
was the famous Birmingham Amendment, 
framed with the assistance of the Colonial 
Secretary ; was that to be included in the 
Bill?) Was the spirit of compromise 
about which so much had been heard 
to extend to giving not merely the con- 
trol, but the management, as far as 
secular education was concerned, to the 
ratepayers ! Before the House adjourned 
for the holidays the Prime Mnister pro- 
mised to pywe on'tae, Paper a number of 
;\menoinerts, inciurling one with regard 
to rent. That ,wes e.matter. of great 
amMpereence,  beswuse thhree-tiftis if not 
thrée-scurths, of the so-cailed voluntary 


D 








99 Opposed Private 


subscriptions were simply rent raised in 
another form. That and other Amend- 
ments had not been placed on the Paper. 


It being half-past Seven of the Clock, 
the Chairman left the Chair to make his 
Report to the House. 


Committee report progress ; to sit again 
this evening. 


EVENING SITTING. 


OPPOSED PRIVATE BILL 
BUSINESS, 
SOUTH EASTERN AND LONDON, CHAT- 
HAM, AND DOVER RAILWAYS BILL 
[LORDS] (By ORDER). 


Lords Amendments to Commons, 
Amendments considered. 

Lords Amendment to Commons, 
Amendments, Clause 4B, Section, 2, at 
commencement of section, insert (‘*Sub- 
ject to the toregoing provisions of this 
section ) the first Amendment, read a 
second time. 


Motion made, and question proposed, 
“That this House doth agree with the 
Lords in the said Amendment.’ 


*(9.0.) Mr. CLAUDE HAY (Shore- 
ditch, Hoxton) opposed the Amendment 
on the ground that its acceptance would 
amount to setting the public law at 
nought by means of a private Bill. He 
had objected to the Bill before the Recess, 
because it interfered with the legal rights 
of parties in a pending action. The case 
was now much stronger, because on Sth 
August the Milton Creek Conservators 
obtained an injunction in the High Court 
compell ng the Railway Company to keep 
open the bridge for any vessel navigating 
the Swale, and not having masts capable 
of being lowered. But the effect of the 
Lords’ Amendments, which were inserted 
at the instance of the First Lord of the 
Admiralty, would be to render the in- 
junction nugatory, and to deprive the 
traders of the district of the existing 
facilities for, navigating the , waterway. 
The Company had closed the bridge. 
without asking leave ot anybody: hence: 
the action of ‘the Milton Creek Corser, 
vators- under. their Statutory Eowers 

Mr. Lloyd-Ceorn . 
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conferred on them in 1899. Last 
year the Company promoted a Bill 
which would have enabled them to 
erect a fixed bridge, instead of 
one which could be opened, but the 
Admiralty and the Conservators success- 
fully opposed that. Then came the bill 
of the present year, and it was only 
when the measure reached the House 
of Lords in the dog days that the First 
Lord of the Admiralty, in an empty 
House and without discussion, intro- 
duced a clause which rendered nuga- 
tory the recent decision of the High 
Courts. It was remarkable that though 
the First Lord of the Admiralty had 
given notice of such a Clause in the 
Commons, the Department failed to 
move it in the House or before the 
Commons Committee. An opening 
bridge was necessary in the interests 
of the trade of the district. Although 
since 1899 the Companies had alleged 
that they had no power to deal with 
this matter except by fresh authority 
from Parliament, within a very recent 
period indeed they pretended they had 
discovered that Section 16 of the Railway 
Clauses Act gave them power to build 
a new bridge, and they had deprived 
the industry of the district of privileges 
it ought to enjoy by keeping the bridge 
closed for three years. The action 
ot the Admiralty had not been all that 
could be desired, The parties interested 
insafe-guarding the shipping intere-ts had 
approached the Admiralty with a view of 
securing its assistance, but instead of ob- 
taining it the authorities decided at the 
last moment to assist the railway company 
in setting aside the decision of the High 
Court. There were important questions 
of public policy involved in this matter, 
and he submitted that it was not proper 
that the legal rights of interested parties 
particularly Statutory bodies called 
into existence to protect the trade of a 
distriet—should be taken frem them 
in this manner by a clause in a private 


Bill. 





*THe CIVIL LORD or tHe ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. PretyMan, Suffolk, Wood- 


bridge) said his hon. friend was hardly 
jusiified in saying that the Admiralty 
were setting aside public law by a private 


Act. because the injunction which had 
been cbtained in regard to the Swale 
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bridge was founded on a _ private Act 


passed in 1861. The Admiralty had no 
desire or in‘ ention to prevent the opening 
of this bridge for vessels navigating the 
Swale. But it was the duty of the 
Admiralty in the first place to protect a 
much greater interest than that of the 
trade under the Swale bridze—-namely, 
the national interest of Sheerness Dock- 
yard. That dockyard was on an island, 
and this bridge was the only means of 
communication between the dockyard 
and the mainland. While the bridge 
had been closed there had been a very 
large increase of tonnage under it and 


this traftic, although inconvenienced 
at present, would probably not 
have increased very much more had 


the bridge been open. The Admiralty 
had nothing to do with the repair of 
the bridge. Unfortunately the railway 
company had allowed the bridge to fall 
into disrepair, and that it might be 
repaired it was necessary that it should 
be either open or closed for a certain 
length of time. Of the two alternatives 
it was best, in the interests of the dock- 
yard that it should be closed, so that 
traftic might go over it, especially the 
traffic of naval ratings to and trom the 
gunnery school and other establishments. 


*Mr. CLAUDE HAY: Can my hon. 


friend give me figures as to that ! 


*Mr. PRETYMAN: I do not know if 
there are any such figures available, but 
there is constant trathe over the bridge, 
and it would be most detrimental to 
naval interests to close it. The interest 
of the Admiralty in the bridge was 
recognised to be paramount trom its 
inception by the Act of 1856, to which 
the Act of 1861 was only a_ rider. 
The Act of 1856 gave the Admiralty 
power to make rules and regulations 
respecting the opening of the swing 
bridge. 


*Mr. CLAUDE HAY: Has the Admir- 


alty ever issued any such regulations ! 


*Mr. PRETYMAN said he had not 
stated that it had; he had only ealled 
attention to the fact that it had power 
to make regulations as to the opening 
and closing of the bridge. 
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*Mr. CLAUDE HAY: Were any ever 


made ? 


*Mr. PRETYMAN said none had been 
made, but it was clear that the interests 
of the Admiralty in regard to this 
bridge had been recognised and power 
had been given to regulate the work- 
ing of it, if it were considered that 
such a step were necessary in the 
national interest. If the power that the 
bridge should not be permanently closed, 
ot closed for any length of time against 
the public interest, were given they could 
rely upon it that that power would be 
carefully exercised, and he assured the 
House that everything would be done 
not to prevent, but to assist and 
encourage, the immediate repair of the 
bridge so that it might be open to trattic 
under as well as over it. The consent of 
the Admiralty had already been accorded 
to the alterations reterred to in the state- 
ment issued to hon. Members by the: 
Conservators. ‘There was no intention 
on the part of the Admiralty to exercise 
any such powers as those which had 
there been referred to. On _ behalf of 
the Admiralty he submitted that the 
Amendments inserted by the Lords were 
the minimum necessity in the public 
interest, and the powers which were 
thereby sought to be exercised by the 
Admiralty would cause no injury either 
to the Conservators or to the interests 
they represented. He had not received 
the letter which the hon. Member 
referrec to, and it was hardly necessary 
for him to say that had he receivid that 
letter it would have received an immediate 
reply. The course taken by the 
Admiralty was perfectly clear, and in 
the absence of any further information 
to the contrary his hon. friend might 
have safely assumed, and evidently did 
assume, that the Amendments inserted 
by the Lords would be persisted in. 
Caretul consideration had been neces- 
sary, and it was only that afternoon 
that a final decision had been come to 
by the law officers of the Crown. There- 
fore he asked the House not to agree 
with his hon. triend’s proposal. 


(9.35.) Mr. TATTON EGERTON 
(Cheshire, Knutsford) said that as the 
Chairman of the Committee which con- 
sidered this Bill he thought it was his 
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duty to inform the House of the reasons 
why he objected to the Lords’ Amend- 
ments. The first and second clauses 
were prepared with very great care, and 
were submitted to the Admiralty, and 
they fully protected all the Admiralty 
interests. At the time of the recommittal 
of the Dill they had the advantage of the 
presence of an official of the Admiralty. 


*Mr. PRETYMAN: Does my hon. 
friend say that the first and second 
sub-sections were submitted to the 
Admiralty ! 


Mr. TATTON EGERTON: Yes. 


*Mr. PRETYMAN said his hon. friend 
would remeniber that the first sub- 
section only was .submitted to the 
Admiralty, and when it went to the 
Committee the Admiralty did not know 
that the second sub-section would be 


added. 
Mr. TATTON EGERTON agreed that 


the sub-section for the protection of the 
Conservancy Board was added, but they 
were both submitted to the Admiralty 
betore. 


*Mr. PRETYMAN said the whole of 
the first sub-section was submitted and 
agreed to, but the second sub-section 
was not known to the Admiralty, and 
was first seen by them after it had been 
inserted in Committee. 


Mr. TATTON EGERTON thought 
the two paragraphs agreed to were quite 
sufficient for the protection of the 
Admiralty, and when the witness from 
the Admiralty was asked if he had any 
clauses to submit, he replied that he had 
not, and therefore the Committee con- 
sidered that they had the option of pro- 
posing whatever clauses they chose for 
the protection of the Admiralty. The 
Admiralty was not the only party to be 
protected. Evidence came before the 
Committee in regard to the previous 
history of this railway company with 
reference to this bridge, and that 
evidence did not give the Committee any 
confidence as to the action of the com- 
pany in the future. The railway com- 
pany got rid of the portion of the Bill 
referring to the bridge, and there was no 
obligation upon them either to build a 

Mr, Tatton Egerton. 
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new bridge, or do anything to get a per- 
manently fixed bridge, and what the Com- 
mittee did was in the interests of the Con- 
servators, who were the only protectors 
of the traders in that district. There 
was slipped into the Bill of 1861 a 
clause by which seventh-eighths of the 
value of the first Bill as regarded inter 
ference with the rights of the public were 
rendered ineffective. When companies 
came forward for new powers it was 
usual that the whole question should be 
reconsidered, and the Committee had so 
little confidence that this company would 
do their duty to the public that they felt 
bound to put in these particular clauses. 
By this proposal they made the powers of 
the Conservators subsidiary to the 
Admiralty, and they took away the 
public rights which the Conservators 
had of protecting the traders. He asked 
the House seriously to consider these 
points before agreeing to the Lords’ 
Amendments. 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER 
(Staffordshire, Lichfield) said he thought 
there was some misunderstanding in re- 
gard to these private Bills. If none of 
these Bills had been passed there would 
have been a public right of way which this 

3ill would have infringed. The Lords’ 
Amendments, went between the arrange 
ment of the Committee of this House tor 
the protection of the public and the 
Admiralty. The railway company 
objected to make a new bridge, and so 
the Admiralty proposed these Amend- 
ments, which were not made before in 
Committee. These alterations had been 
brought in without a word of discussion, 
and the Secretary to the Admiralty was 
one of the very few people who took any 
interest in them. Therefore these 
Amendments were passed and brought 
down to this House without having 
been discussed at all. The changes pro- 
posed reversed the decision of the Com- 
mittee that the private rights involved 
should be protected and the rights of 
private citizens were to be multiplied by 
a Clause giving the Admiralty full con- 
trol. In the Bill of 1856 the Admiralty 
were given an absolute right to make 
rules, but they never made any, and they 
allowed the bridge to be closed up, and 
the public rights were put aside alto- 
gether. He thought they ought to 
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stick to the clause inserted by the Com- 
mittee, and not allow private rights to 
be overridden by an Amendment inserted 
at the instigation of the railway com- 
pany in order to save them the expense 
of building a new bridge. He trusted 
the House would not agree to these 
Amendments, tor this appeared to him 
to be a case of the Admiralty legislating 
for the country instead of the Houses otf 
Parliament. 


Sir W. HART DYKE (Kent, Dart- 
ford) said that as far as the company 
were concerned, every pledge they had 
given had been absolutely kept. The 
hon. Member opposite seemed to have 
got a little mixed upon this question, for 
he asserted that the company wanted to 
avoid making a new bridge. He held in 
his hand a letter showing that in June 
last the company sent a special agent 
over to America in reference to the 
building of a new bridge, and steps had 
already been taken for the carrying out 
of this work. A new bridge would be 
built over the old one, and its construc- 
tion would be carried out without ob- 
structing the traftic for more than two 
days. The Amendments moved by the 
Admiralty had been intended to secure 
the traffic to the Sheerness Dockyard. 
When thev heard of this new bridge it 
was not unnatural that they should wish 
to secure the traffic, and the companies 
had no objection to these Amendments 
if the Government thought they ought 
to be inserted in order to secure abso- 
lutely the traffic during the reconstrue- 
tion of the bridge. Personally, he 
thought the House ought to loyally 
support the Admiralty in this matter. 


(9.50.) THe ATTORNEY-GENERAL 
(Sir Ropert Fintay, Inverness RBurghs) 
said he desired to say a word or two upon 
this question, because he was afraid the 
issue was not quite clearly before the 
House. Certain disputes had been intro 
duced between the railway company and 
the Conservators, but with those disputes 
the Admiralty had absolutely nothing to 
do. All the Admiralty had to do was to 
safeguard the public interests committed 
to their care. The traffic was chiefly 
barge traffic, but there was a still more 
important matter, and that was the 


{16 OcTOBER 1902} 


Bill, Business. 106 


maintaining without any interruption 
of communication between the mainland 
and Sheerness. it was necessary to 
secure that there should not be any 
interruption of an important public 
service for which this bridge was 
absolutely necessary. For this purpose 
a clause was inserted providing that the 
closing of the bridge for the purpose of 
repairs should be subject to the consent 
of the Admiralty. That seemed to him 
to be a very harmless provision. The 
idea that the Admiralty were going to 
exercise that power in a vexatious way. 
so as to interfere with the traffic and 
the proper navigation of the river, was 
absolutely chimerical. He was quite sure 
that those who objected to these Amend- 
ments could not seriously entertain any 
doubt as to the perfect competence of 
the Admiralty to deal with such matters. 
The whole question was how were those 
two interests to be reconciled! As the 
Bill now stood, it provided that nothing 
in the section was to interfere with the 
rizhts of the Conservators or other 
persons to tree navigation of the river, 
subject to the provision that the closing 
of the bridge for the purpose of necessary 
repairs might take place under the con- 
trol of the Admiralty. The Chairman 
ot the Committee seemed to think that 
these Amendments were not properly 
considered. If there was any want of 
consideration it was in inserting the 
second sub-section without fully appreci- 
ating its effect upon the first. The hon. 
Member said that the first sub-section 
submitted to the Admiralty was adequate 
for the protection of the public interests. 
He thought his hon. friend the Chairman 
of the Committee failed properly, if he 
might say so with very great deterence, 
to appreciate that point, and all that the 
Lords had done was what the Chairman 
of the Committee had intended todo. The 
Amendment safeguarded the rights ot 
the Conservators. ‘hat was the whole 
matter, and it was an extremely simple 
one. He thought the ground on which 
his hon. friend opposed the Amendment 
was entirely an imaginary one. It woud 
be found that there would not be the 
slightest difficulty in the matter. He 
asked the House not to interfere with 
the Admiralty in a matter which they 
thought important. 
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Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dundee) 
said it appeared to him that the words did 
certain vested 


{COMMONS} 
MR. 


interests 


contained in the Acts mentioned. 


Sir ROBERT 


FINLAY said they did 


(9.56.) 


not destroy the rights, but qualified their 


exercise so that they should not interfere 


with the public service. 
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A. E. 
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irrdner, 


| Macdona, 
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Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
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Fisher, Wilh em Haves 
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Henry William 

Hon. Sir Henry 
Ernest 

Godson, SirAucustus Frederick 
Gordon.J.( Londonderry, South 
Goulding, Edward Alired 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Cireene, Henry. (Shrewsbury) 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 

Groves, James Grimbje 
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Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert Wm. 
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Hatch, Ernest Frederick, Geo. 
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Forster, 


Fowler, Rt. 


Heath, James (Stattords.,N.W.) 
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Hickman, Sir Altred 
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Hoare, Sir Samuel 
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King, Sir Henry Seymour 
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Law, Andrew | 


Bonar, (Glasgow 
Lawson, 


John Grant 
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Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
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John Cumming ; 


EDMUND 
appears to me that the words might be 
interpreted as relieving the companies, 


The House divided: Ayes 101; 
(Division List No. 
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ROBERTSON: It 


Question put. 


Noes 62, 


389.) 
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Levy, Maurice 
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Price. Robert John 
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Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
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Wyndham-Quin, Major W. H. 


Yerburgh. Robert Armstrong 

| Younger, William 
TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Alexander Acland- 


Hood and Mr. Anstruther. 


Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Spencer, Rt. Hn.C.R(Northants 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E.) 
Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr) 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W. R.) 
Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Wallace, Robert 

Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E.R., 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NoES— 
dir. Claude Hay and Mr. 
Mansfield. 


AND PICCADILLY CIRCUS 
(NEW LINES, ETC.) BILL. 


As amended, considered. 


RICHMOND HILL (PRESERVATION OF 


VIEW) I 


agi eed to. 


EDGWARE AND 


SILL (By Or 


Lords’ Amendments considered, and 


HAMPSTEAD 
WAY BILL [Lorps] (py 


DER). 
| (Wiltshire, 


Amendment 


: lines 20 
RAIL- | 6s after 


ORDER). 


and 21, to 
twelve 


(10.20.) Sir J. DICKSON-POYNDER 


Chippenham) moved an 
to Clause 20, page 17, 
leave out 
noon.” This 


o clock 





Order for Third Reading read. 

Mr. BULL (Hammersmith) 
attention to the proposal to put two 
stations on Hampstead Heath. That 
was something which was not under- 
stood before. It seemed to him a very 
serious thing to pass the Third Reading 
of the Bill when they knew 
were to be two stations on the summit 
of Hampstead Heath. 


that could be avoided, and he felt | 
bound to protest against the route | 


proposed. 

Bill read the third time, and passed, 
with Amendments. 

BAKER STREET AND WATERLOO 
RAILWAY BILL [Lorps] (By OrDER). 
As amended, considered; Amend- 

ments made; Bill to be read the third 

time. 


called | 


there | 


There was a} 
very good alternative route by which | 


‘applied to workmen’s return tickets, 
and there was only one other line 
in London which had this limit to 
the use of workmen’s return tickets 
for the return journey. He believed 
‘the promoters of the Bill were quite 
prepared to accept the Amendment. 


*Mr. PERKS (Lincolnshire, Louth) 
asid that the object of the Amend- 
ment was to enable working men 
to return home before twelve o'clock in 
‘the day, instead of having to wait after 
that hour. The promoters of the Bill 
thought that was a reasonable condition, 
although it did not apply to all the 
'Tube Railways at present authorised, 
| He believed the District Railway had 
always allowed bowi fide working men to 
pass the barrier before twelve o'clock ; 
| but the Clause was originally inserted to 
| protect the Company against persons who 
| were not working men, suchas members of 
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the Bar and other gentlemen travelling 
with workmen’s tickets. As the legisla- 
ture had not defined a “ working man,” 
there was no method of testing in 
acourt of law who was and who 
was not a ‘‘working man; the 
promoters were, in the circumstances, 
pertectly prepared to accept a statutory 
obligation to do what, as a matter otf 
fact, they had always tried to do when 
ever they recognised that a bom/ ji 
working man was desirous to travel 
with his return ticket before noon. 


The Amendment was agreed to, and 
the Bill ordered io be read a third time. 


CHARING CROSS, EUSTON AND HAMP- 
STEAD RAILWAY (CONSOLIDATED) 
BILL [Lorps] (ey OrpER). 


As amended, considered ; Amendments 
made: Bill to be read the third time. 
NORTH-WEST LONDON RAILWAY 
BILL [Lorps) (by Orber). 


As Amended, considered; Bill to be 
read the third time. 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
BILL. 


Considered in Committee :— 


(In the Committee. ) 


Mr. J. W. Lowtuer 
Penrith) in the chair. 


(Cumberland, 


Clause 8: 

(10.35) Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said he 
did not think the Committee should pro- 
ceed with the consideration of this Clause 
until they really knew what the in- 
tentions of the Government were in 
regard to it. He therefore moved the 
postponement of the Clause in order to 
enable the Government to put down 
their Amendments to it. This was the 
last Clause on which they would be able 
to discuss the management ot voluntary 
schools and the relations between the edu- 
cation authority and the managers. It 
was clear from a recent speech of the 
Prime Minister that his intentions were 
not clearly expressed in the Clause. 
Here they had a long list of the things 
which the managers were to do and not 
to do; but that was not the line which 
the Prime Minister had taken in his 
speech in Manchester. There he spoke 

Mr. Perks. 
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as if the relations between the managers 
and the Education Committee were to 
be the same as the relations between the 
London Schoo! Board and their managers 
—for instance in regard to the appoint- 
ment otf their teachers, which was a 
most important question. The London 
School Board appointed their own 
teachers, although the managers might 
recommend. Was the final appointment 
of teachers to vest in the local authorities, 
as in the ease ot the London Sehool 
Board!) There was a second question 
which the Prime Minister had indicated 
in his Manchester speech. Did the right 
hon. Gentleman propose that there 
should be an appeal not merely on the 
appointment, but on the dismissal, of 
teachers by the managers, to the local 
authority? He put it to the = At- 
torney General that at any rate 
that was not the meaning of the 
Clause as it stood. Was the right hon. 
Gentleman prepared now to make clear 
what his ideas were with regard to th 
relations between the local edueation 
authority and the managers in regard to 
the appointment and dismissal of teachers, 
and generally what control the education 
authority would have over the managers / 
The words of the Clause were that * The 
managers of the school shall carry out 
any direction of the local edueation 
authority.” What did that mean! Did 
it mean that the whole of the power was 
in the local education authority? How 
far, for instance, did it go in regard to 
the appointment of pupil teachers, and in 
regard to the number and the quality of 
the teachers, and things of that kind ! 
He contended that the Committee ought 
to get a complete answer from the Prime 
Minister in regard to these points before 
the Clause was proceeded with, and 
therefore he moved that the Clause be 
postponed, 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That Clause & be postponed. ”- -( Mr. 
Lloyd-Georye.) 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he was in 
some difficulty, not that he had really any 
uncertainty as to the general policy of 
the Government, but because he had some 
doubt whether the discussion of these 
details was in order on a Motion to post- 
pone the Clause. The hon. Gentleman 
wanted him to make an explanation on 
Various points. 
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Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said that the 
Amendments to be proposed by the 
Government were not down on the Paper, 
and that was his objection to going on 
with the Clause at present. The Prime 
Minister asked the Committee to proceed 
with a Clause which the Houseof Commons 
was not to sanction. The 
Committee were entitled to ask, before 
thev proceeded to the discussion of the 
Clause, to have the proposals of the 
Govermmnent in writing. 


iS 


to be asked 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said that if the 
Amendments to be proposed were funda- 
mentally different from the Clause in the 
Bill there might be some justification for 
the argument of the hon Gentleman ; but 
while the Government had indicated their 
desire to accept Amendments in certain 
directions those Amendments would be in 
no sense, if accepted, as he hoped they 
would be, counter to the general sense of 
the Clause. The hon. Gentleman had re 
ferred to a phrase which fell from him in 
Manchester a few nights ago, and he 
seemed to interpret that speech in the 
sense that he (the Prime Minister) had 
indicated that in his view the relations 

the managers of voluntary 
and the education authority 
ought to be precisely identical with the 
relations of the managers of the London 
School Board to that authority. That 
was not what he said. [Cries of ‘* Oh, 
oh: | He thought if hon. Gentlemen 
would look at any full report of his 
speech they would find that what he 
stated was correct. What he did 
was that there had been the greatest 
misconceptions and the most extra- 
ordinary misrepresentations on the 
subject of managerial authority. What 
he said was that the word “ manager ”’ 
lent itself, no doubt, to misrepresenta- 
tion, intentional or unintentional, and 
that he regretted that it had been 
found to be necessary to use the word. 
But that necessity had been practically 
forced upon the Government from a 
drafting point of view, from the fact that 
that word was the word used in the 
original Act of 1870, and if anybody 
would look at that Act he would see 
that the word did not carry with it the 
idea ot control. He further pointed to 
the relations between the London School 
Board and its managers by way of 
illustration, and asked, Could there be a 


het ween 
schools 


Say 
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greater proof, not in the English language 
but in Statute language, that the word 
* manager” did not carry with it the 
notion of control which had been foisted 
into these controversies in connection 
with it? But he never said that the 
relations between managers of voluntary 
schools and the local education authority 
should be identical in all respects with 
the relations between managers ot 
London Board Schools and the London 
School Board. What he did say, and what 
he adhered to, was that, so far assecular 
education was concerned, it was not the 
managers who should control the volun- 
tary schools, but the education authority, 
and he indicated the readiness of the 
Government—if the House were doubt- 
ful that the Bill earried out that policy— 
to accept words which would make the 
matter clear. Then the hon. Gentleman 


had also asked him whether he was 
prepared to put down an Amend- 
ment which would give an appeal 
to the local education authority in 


the case of the dismissal of a teacher 
hy the managers on religious grounds. 
He thought that in such a case there 
ought not to be an appeal. But if the 
hon. Gentleman had put to him another 
question, which was often asked —namely, 
whether, if a teacher was incompetent 
adequately to deal with secular education 
given in the school—if he was not either 
by his scholastic qualifications, or if for 
any other reason, competent to deal 
adequately with secular education—the 
education authority should require his 
dismissal — he had not the slightest 
hesitation in answering it in the attirma- 
tive. In his opinion the education 
authority had under the Bill, and ought 
to have it, that power. 

Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE asked what 
would happen suppose a question arose 


about the Church Sunday School! He 
could give many instances of — that. 


Would that be a religious ground ! 


Mr. A. J. BAL®OUR said that that 
question was hardly relevant to the point 
at the present stage of the Bill. That 
question was inopportune ; and he was 
not certain whether he had not been 
trespassing order in referring even re- 
motely to it. He hoped that after the 
answer he had given the right lon. 
Gentleman would allow the Committee 
to come to the discussion of the Clause: 
itself. 
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*\Mr. McKENNA (Monmouthshire, N.) 
said he did not think the right hon. 
Gentleman had clearly grasped the point 
of the hon. Member for Carnarvon. 
The right hon. Gentleman in his speech 
at Manchester had dealt with Clause & as 
if it were fundamentally different from 
the Clause in the Bill, and they asked 
that the Clause should be postponed until 
they knew exactly what were the inten- 
tions of the Government in regard to it. 
At Manchester the Prime Minister said : 

**T think some of the difficulty has arisen 
owing to a misunderstanding of one of the 
terms used in the Government Bill, the term 
‘managers.’ I think it is very natural that 
anybody who saw the term manager in the Bill 
would say, * These are the people who have got 
control of the schools.’ It is a mistake, but it 
is a natural mistake. I don’t think it is a 
mistake for which either the Government 
draughtsman or the Government are responsible, 
becaust we have borrowed the term manager 
from the preceding Act of 1870, and in the Act 
of IS70 * management ’ and ‘ manager’ are terms 
which do not carry with them the idea of 
control.” 

But sub-Clause («) stated :— 

“The managers of the school shali carry out 
any directions of the local education authority 
as to the secular instruction to be given in the 
school.” 

What did the insertion of that sub-clause 
mean? It meant that if it were not in 
the Bill the managers need not carry 
out any directions of the local education 
authority. Hon. Members opposite 
might not be tam l’ar with the construc- 
tion of an Act of Parliament. There was 
no definition in the Bill of the terms, 
“‘managers’’ and * management,’ nor 
any reference whatever to the terms 
“managers”? and ‘“ management” in 
the Act of 1870,and he would show that 
the terms used in the Act of 1870 could 
not apply. They had to construe the 
intention of Parliament from the Bill 
itself. When an express provision such 
ashe had read, was put into the Bill 
it implied that, but for the express 
provision, the managers would not be 
bound to carry out the directions of the 
local authority in the way suggested by 
the right hon. Gentleman. It the local 
authority had power to call upon the 
managers to carry out any directions as 
to secular instruction to be given in the 
schools, there would be no necessity to 
insert a special sub-Clause in the Bill. 
Sub-Clause (/) stated that “ the accounts 
of the managers shall be subject to audit 
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by that authority.” If the managers 
were to be mere creatures of the local 
authority, and were to have no control 
independent of the local authority, the 
accounts of the managers would be the 
accounts of the local authority. But 
when the accounts of the managers were 
to be submitted to the audit of the local 
authority, that implied that the accounts 
of the managers were not to be the 
accounts of the local authority. Sub- 
Clause (“) stated “*The consent of the 
local education authority shall be  re- 
quired to the appointment of teachers, 
but that consent shall not be withheld 
except on educational grounds.’ What 
did that mean? It meant that consent 
should not be withheld, for instance, on 
financial grounds. if the managers 
chose to double the salaries of the 
teachers, the local authority would have no 
power to object. There was no provision 
in the Bill stating what were to be the 
general powers ot the local education 
authority over the managers. The local 
authority was to be given the power of 
refusing assent to the appointment of 
teachers on one ground, and one ground 
only. The veriest tyro in the con- 
struction of an Act of Parliament knew 
that the mention of that express con- 
dition implied that but for it the local 
education authority would have no right 
to refuse assent to the appointment of 
teachers at all. That brought him to 
another quotation from the speech of 
the First Lord of the Treasury at Man- 
chester, which he submitted was an 
entire, but, of course, an innocent mis- 
representation of Clause 8 as it now 
stood in the Bill. He therefore assumed 
that there would have to be a new 
Clause 8, and that was a good ground 
for asking for the postponement of the 
present Clause. The First Lord of the 
Treasury said: 

‘Who raise the rate, who pay the rate? The 
County Council and the Borough Council raise 
the rate. The constituency of the Borough 
Council and the constituency of the County 
Council pay the rate. Let them manage the 
schools. Let them have the real control over 
secular education. If, for example, in a country 
parish you were to make the real controllers of 
the school the local managers, if you allow 
them to draw upon the funds of the County 
Council, then, indeed, you would violate that 
constitutional principle; then, indeed, you 
would divorce representation from taxation ; 
then, indeed, you would be open to some of the 
criticisms which in my judgment are most un- 
fairly passed upon this Bill.” 
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Now it was surprising, it was almost 
incredible, but the Bill actually did 
what the First Lord of the Treasury 
admitted would give good ground for 
the criticisms of the Bill by its opponents. 
The Bill did allow the managers to call 
upon the local authority for funds. 
The voluntary schools at the present 
time were managed by trustees who 
drew their funds from grants, and any 
deficiency had to be made up by volun- 
tary subscriptions. It was the trustees 
who settled the teachers’ salaries, who 
bought the and the necessary 
equipment, and who were responsible 
for all the expenditure in the school. 
Under the Bill nothing was taken away 
from the powers of the managers of 
voluntary schools, but, instead of their 
having to call upon voluntary subscribers 
to make up a deficiency, under the 
Clause all they would have to do would 


1 
by IOKS 


be to send in the Bill to the local 
education authority and the — local 
education authority would be bound 


to piy it. That was the Clause as it now 
stood. |Hon. Members: ‘No, no”!| He 
challenged any hon. Member opposite to 
point to any single provision in the Bill 
which was capable of a different mean- 
ing. In support of what he said he 
would agiin recer to sub-Clause (/)). 


“THe CHAIRMAN : The hon. Member 
really seems to be doing what he is ask- 
ing the Committee not to do, namely to 
discuss the Clause. The hon. Member is 
going through the Clause sub-clause by 
sub-clause, and is discussing it in 
relation to the other parts of the Bill. 
The motion before ihe Committee is that 
the Clause shall not be discussed. The 
hon. Member must give some reasons for 
not discussing it, aud these reasons must 
be so put as not to lead to a discussion 
of the Clause. 


*Mr. McKENNA said he thought the 
argument was perfectly simple. He was 
showing that the statement of the First 
Lord of the Treasury as to the intention 
of the Government referred to something 
wholly different from the existing Clause 
s, and, therefore, he assumed that the 
Governmeni proposed to introduce 
Amendmenis which would make Clause 
S consistent with the statement of the 
right hon. Gentleman. He argued, 
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therefore, that the discussion of Clause 
8 should be postponed until they had on 
the Paper the Amendments of the right 
hon. Gentleman which were necessary to 
carry out his stated purpose at Man- 
chester. He argued further that, as the 
Clause stood, the local education authority 
would have no control over expenditure 
in the voluntary schools, other than by the 
audit of the accounts, and that the First 
Lord of the Treasury stated something 
wholly different from that at Manchester. 
He therefore suggested that it would 
he necessary for the right hou. Gentleman 
to introduce Amendments in order that 
they might have the Clause in its final 
form before they began to discuss it. If 
the managers could not spend money 
except on the previous authorisation of the 
local education authority, the accounts of 
the managers would be the accounts of 
that authority. The managers would 
merely be the agents of the local authority. 
They did not speak of a principal auditing 
the accounts of his agents. The accounts 
of the agents were the accounts of the 
principal. At present the Local Govern- 
ment Board audited the accounts of the 
School Boards and exactly the same 
control over the accounts of the voluntary 
school managers was to be given under 
the Clause to the local education authority. 
It was not only the statement of the 
First Lord of the Treasury that led him 
to that conclusion. He was also led to 
it by the statement of the Colonial 
Secretary at Birmingham. The right 
hon. Gentleman apparently had no 
doubt about the construction of the 
Clause. He admitted that taxation and 
representation did not go completely 
together. He said it was a mere matter 
of degree, and he admitted that there was 
not complete control over the expenditure. 
The First Lord of the Treasury said there 
was, but if that were so why did he at 
Manchester advise the supporters of the 
Bill to move Amendments to strengthen 
the already existing complete control of 
the local education authority over secular 
education. The right hon. Gentleman 
invited Amendments to strengthen control 
which he declared’ to be already absolute 
and complete. The Clause as it now 
stood gave the managers of voluntary 
schools exactly the same power that the 
existing managers of voluntary schools 
had, subject to such modifications as 
existed in Clause 8. They would have 
complete control over the expenditure, 
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with power to send in the bill to the local 
education authority, who would have to 
pay it whether they liked it or not, their 
only control being the control of the audit. 
Under those circumstances he submitted 
that the Clause was altogether different 
from the statement of the right hon. 
Gentleman at Manchester, and that they 
were therefore entitled to have before 
them the Amendments which the right 
hon. Gentleman proposed to introduce 
hefore they proceeded to consider the 
Clause. Did the First Lord of the 
Treasury think that the Clause as it now 
stood gave the local education authority 
complete financial control! If he did, he 
Was anxious to hear his arguments on 
that point before he said anything about 
the misrepresentations of the Bill as it 
stood. 


(11.0.) Mr. A. J. BALFOUR made 
an appeal to the Committee. The hon. 
Member had made a speech which was 
more appropriate to the question that the 
Clause be added tothe Bill. If when the 
Clause had been discussed in Committee, 
and when the Government had accepted 
Amendments, it was then found to be 
inconsistent with anything he had said in 
public there would be good grounds for 
the objections how urged, But surely 
the Committee should begin first of all 
with the Clause, and see whether it did 
not carry out in detail the general policy 
of the Government. If it failed to do 
this, then they ought to see whether 
Amendments could not be introduced to 
make the Clause conform with what had 
The arguments advanced 
by hon. Members were a reason not for 
postponing the Clause, but for amending 
it. If the hon, Gentleman would give his 
intelligent support in the discussion of 
the Clause, they might be able to bring it 
into general harmony with the views of 
hon, Members on both sides of the House 


been stated. 


Mr. BRYCE said that the right hon. 
Gentleman did not appear to appreciate 
the benevolent intentions with which the 
Amendment had been moved. His hon. 
friend's object was to save the time of the 
Government. His hon. friends under- 
possibly erroneously, the right 
hon. Gentleman at Manchester to mean 
that he conceived that the Clause ought 


stor vc, 


to give control to the local authority over 


Mr. McKenna. 
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the local managers, as far as secular 
education was concerned, so complete 
that the local managers would be nothing 
more than the mere agents of the local 
authority, that they would have no inde- 
pendent sfutus at all, and that they would 
be more or less in the position in’ which 
the managers under the School Boards at 
present were. That was the impression 
which the right hon. Gentleman conveyed, 
hut when they looked at the Clause they 
found nothing to carry out that intention, 
Thev found, on the contrary, that the 
Clause assumed =a semi-independent 
authority, because it was necessary to give 
special powers of audit, tomake provision for 
veto in particular cases, and because there 
Was no provision at all with regard to the 
dismissal of teachers. Therefore, his hon. 
friends naturally concluded that the 
position of the managers was to be a 
quasit-independent position. If that was 
not the intention of the Government, why 
should his hon. friends encumber the 
Notice Paper with a large number of 
Amendments to carry out what they 
conceived to be the intention of the 
Government. Let the right hon. Gentle- 
man put down his own Amendments. — If 
they met the wishes of his hon. friends 
then they need not put down their Amend- 
ments, and the discussion of the Clause 
would be expedited. He hoped that even 
now they would elicit from the right hon. 
Gentleman a declaration as to the sub- 
stance of the Amendments which he 
would propose, and in that case he had no 
doubt his hon. friend would withdraw his 
Motion. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said that there 
was some misconception on this point. 
He was represented as having at Man- 
chester started a new theory about the 
Bill. He had sent for the speech which 
he made in introducing the Bill. {An 
Hon. Memper : “ Manchester.”| He was 
appealing against that speech to what he 
said on the introduction of the Bill. [An 
Hox. Memper: “What does the Bill 
say !”] He was speaking of the 
policy of the Government. If the hon. 
Member thought that the Clause did not 
earry out that policy let the Committee 
amend it. He had not shown himself to 
be hostile to Amendments in conformity 
with the policy of the Bill. But what 
was the policy of the Bill? Was it a 
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new policy started in Manchester, or was 
it the original policy of the Bill? These 
were the words used by him on the intro- 
duction of the Bill :— 


“So much for the authority ; now for its 
powers. We lay it down, in the most absolute 
terms, that the new education authority is, in 
the words of the Bill, to control all secular 
instruction in public elementary schools in its 
district. 
or whether they are rate-erected, in future, if 
this Bill becomes law. the local education 
authority which we create will be absolutely 
the master of the whole scheme of secular 
education in every elementary school in its 
district, voluntary or otherwise.” 


Whether those schools are voluntary 


Those words put an end to all idea of a 
new interpretation. Let the House new 
consider the Clause, and, if it did not 
earry out the policy announced on the 
introduction of the Bill, and again at 
Manchester, see if they could not bring 
it into full conformity with this most 
explicit statement of policy, which he 
ventured Lo say could not be made clearer 
by any amount of explanation, 


Mr. ALFRED HUTTON (Yorkshire, 
W.R., Morley) said it was not the first time 
that the Committee had experienced al 
siinilar inconvenience in connection with 
the Bill. They went through the same ex- 
perience in Clause 7, to which the First Lord 
of the Treasury put down very substantial 
Amendments, at a very late hour, which 
practically changed the whole intention 
and scope of the Clause. It was then 
found that they did not carry out the 
right hon. Gentleman’s intention, and 
they had to be removed and other Amend- 
ments substituted. He did not think 
that the right hon. Gentleman shouid 
repeat that action with regard to Clause 
®. The right hon. Gentleman had = de- 
scribed on various occasions the aetion of 
the Bill in respect of managers ina manner 
which he thought did not agree with the 
words of Clause 8, and he declared that 
he was going to make certain proposals. 
These proposals, however, should be put 
on the Paper and not left until the last 
moment, as in the case of Clause 7. The 
right hon. Gentleman said that there was 
some misthaerstanding about the word 
“managers.” He himself doubted that. It 
Was true that the word was taken from the 
Act of 1870, but the right hon, Gentleman 
was probably aware that the word 
“managers ”’ was always used in the code 
issued by the Education Department. 
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All the work under the code was given 
to the managers, and in no case was it 
given to the School Boards. He thought 
that there was less misunderstanding 
about the word “ managers ” than about 
the powers and duties of the education 
authority, The right hon. Gentleman 
in an attempt to make the words 
‘managers” and “management ” 
clearer reterred to the London School 
Board working through its managers. 
If the right hon. Gentleman did not 
mean that Clause 8 should square with 
the work carried on by the London 
School Board through its managers, 
and that the methods adopted by that 
Board should be also adopted by the 
managers appointed under Clause 7, he 
was at a loss to understand why the 
right hon. Gentleman should have 
alluded to the London School Board at 
all. The only possible inference was that 
the managers would be the creatures of 
the local education authority, and should 
be only able to carry out such work as 
was deputed to them by that authority. 
But that was not the case at all. What 
they wanted to know was what were the 


Amendments which the right hon. 
Gentleman intended to put down 


When the right hon. Gentleman said 
that the whole object he had in view 
was to give control to the education 
authority and not to the managers, he 
would point out to the right hon. 
Gentleman that the amount of control 
to be apportioned between the local 
authority and the managers almost 
entirely referred to the appointment and 
dismissal of teachers. That was a 
matter on which the right hon. Gentle- 
man had promised Amendments, and 
they ought to have them on the Paper 
and avoid the confusion which arose on 
Clause 7. That was their demand, and 
he thought it was a very fair and 
reasonable one. 


*Mr. ERNEST GRAY (West Ham, *.) 
said that for months past they had 
heard that one of the main objections to 
the Bill, in the view of its opponents, 
was that it did not give popular control 
over voluntary schools. Here was a 
Clause under which the Government 
claimed, and in his judgment rightly 
claimed, that that control was given. 
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The opportunity was open to hon. 
Members who did not consider that full 
control was given to put down Amend- 
ments making that control clearer, 
stronger and more emphatic, — but, 
instead of seeking to carry out what they 
had elaimed to be their great desire for 
months past, there was now a Motion to 
postpone the consideration of the Clause. 
He thought that in order to accomplish 
the object which hon. Members opposite 
declared to be theirs, and also in order 
to remove what was evidently the wildest 
misapprehension as to the interpretation 
of the Clause itself, they should proceed 
with its discussion at once. He would 
remind hon. Members that every penny 
of money now received out of Govern- 
ment grants by the managers of the 
voluntary schools would in future be paid 
to the education authority with per- 
feet freedom to dole it out exactly 3 
they liked. The education authority 
would receive the whole of the money, 
and the managers of the schools would be 
bound to carry out all the instructions of 
that authority with regard to secular 
education. There was not a word in the 
Bill whieh told the local authority to 
hand over a single penny to the managers. 
It was the local authority which would 
be responsible for the maintenance of the 
schools, not the managers. There was 
not a shadow of doubt that if the local 
authority chose, they might, and no 
doubt in the great majority of cases they 
School Boards at 


would, as the large 
salaries of the 


present did, pay the 
teachers from a central oftice on the scale 
adopted by the county. That authority 
would also, for purposes of economy, equip 
the schools from one central store, and 
not allow every set of managers to pur- 
chase for themselves. All the money 
would go into the hands of the central 
authority, the control would be in the 
hands of the persons holding tie purse ; 
and they would be at liberty to impose 
whatever directions they pleased Hon. 
Members opposite objected to the con- 
sideration of the Clause on the ground 
that the speech of the Prime Minister at 


Manchester was pot a correct paraphrase | 


of the Bill. He had read that speech 
with the greatest care, and, in his judg- 
ment, it would have been i-aipossible to 
have given a more accurate paraphrase of 
the Clause than was given by the Prime 


Mr. ki nest Gre 4. 
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Minister on that occasion. All who had 
studied tae Bill would recognise its ab- 
solute accuracy. Surely hon. Members 
could not now contend that the Govyern- 
ment had executed a rolte fure and were 
about to introduce a fresh scheme? He 
hoped, therefore, that not merely for the 
enlightenment of the Committee, but for 
the removal of misapprehension in the 
country, they might be allowed to come 
to a detailed and careful consideration of 


the Clause, which, from first to last, 
they had claimed did give popular 


control over every voluntary school. 


Dr. MACNAMARA ( Camberwell, N.) 
said he had not the advantage of hearing 
the speech of the First Lord of the 
Treasury, but he understood that at 
Manchester the Prime Minister had used 
the case of the managers under the 
London Sehool Board as an illustration 
of the whole system of management 
under the Bill. 


Mr. A.J. BALFOUR said he was sorry 
that the right hon. Gentleman had not 
heard his speech. What he used the 
illustration of the London School Board 
for was to show that under the interpre- 
tation given to the word “manager” in 
their statutes manager did not imply 
control. 


Dr. MACNAMARA said that he had 
read the speech delivered by the right 
hon. Gentleman at 
managers under the School Board of 
London were first of all the servants of a 
directiy elected Board of Education for 
London. 


* THe CHAIRMAN: I would remind 
the hon. Gentleman that the question 
before the Committee is the postpone- 
ment of the Clause. 


Dr. MACNAMARA said he desired to 
correct a serious misapprehension into 
which the Prime Minister had fallen in 
lregard to the system of management 
| under the School Board for London, 


Manchester. The 
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*Tue CHAIRMAN: That willarise when | 


It is 


not relevant to the discussion now before 


we reach the word ‘“ managers.” 


the Committee. 


De. MACNAMARA said he thought it 
was desirable that the Clause should be 
matter 


postponed until they got the 


cleared up. 


*Tue CHAIRMAN: lf the Clause is 


postponed it will become impossible to 


clear it up. 


Dr. MACNAMARA said he wished to 
point out that they would find plenty of 
opportunities tor discussing the matter, 
even if the Clause were postponed alto- 
What he 


was that the statement of the First 


wished to point out 
Lord 


at Manchester was not 


gel her. 


i the 
OL Lilt 


Treasury 
in accordance with the facts. The system 
of management under the School Board 
for London was not the system of manage- 


ment under this Bill. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I never said it 


was. 


Dr. MACNAMARA said that the right 
used the 


London School Board as an illustration 


hon. Gentleman certainly 
after describing the term ‘* managers” in 
this Bill. 

*The CHAIRMAN: I think the hon. 
Member really ought to have made him- 
self acquainted with what has passed. The 
quotation he is about to read has been read 
once, if not twice already, and I do not 
think that the hon. Gentleman should 


inflict it againon the Committee. 
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Dr. MACNAMARA said he wished to 
say on behalf of the London School Board 
that there was really no connection 
whatever between the system of manage- 
ment proposed in this Bill and the system 
of management in the London School 
Board. 
say that the public authority should have 


Was the First Lord prepared to 


the entire appointment of the teachers 


as the School Board for London had ! 


Mr A.J. BALFOUR asked whether 
it was in order to discuss a speech he 
made at Manchester, to put on it an 
interpretation which he absolutely denied 
and did not think the words bore, and 
then to argue upon that as if it were the 


policy of the Government. 


*THe CHAIRMAN : [have pointed out 
to the hon. Member already once or 
twice that his speech is really not relevant 
to the question before the Committee. 
The only question before the Committee 


is that the Clause be postponed. 


Dr. MACNAMARA said he was 
anxious for the postponement of the 
Clause in order that the Prime Minister 
might make himself more fully acquainted 
with the real system under the London 


School Board. 


Sin W. HART DYKE said he wished 
to appeal to the Committee to proceed 
with the Clause. They were touching 
on the crux of the big question, and the 


debate local 


authority was to be the supreme 


turned on whether the 


authority on education or not. He had 
always assumed that under the Bili the 


local authority would be absolutely 


supreme in future in regard to all 


matters of secular education, and for the 
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very substantial reason that they were 
to be holders of the purse strings. They 
would hold the money and would dis- 
tribute it. They would have the power 
the Board 


of Education at present had, and by 


over the schools which 
which the Board were enabled to with- 
hold grants and to apply a penal remedy 
where anything was wrong. He assumed 
that a similar penal remedy would rest 
in the hands of the local authority in the 
future, and that where the managers of 
voluntary schools abused their trust the 
local authority would be sutticiently 
supreme and would have sufficient power 
to refuse grants. Surely, therefore, as 
practical men they should proceed to 
deal with the Clause line by line, and 
endeavour where the Clause was weak 
as regarded that supremacy to strengthen 
it. 

(11.30.) Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said 
he thought they were entitled after the 
speech of the right hon. Gentleman who 
was such an authority on education, to 
ask the Prime Minister whether he 
accepted the interpretation which had 
lf he 


did, then it was not Clause 8, and that 


just been put upon the Clause. 


was a good reason for postponing the 
Clause until they got hold of some words 
which expressed, as clearly as the right 
hon. Gentleman had, the intentions of 
the Government. If, on the other hand, 
the right hon. Gentleman had not put a 
proper interpretation on the Clause, that 
showed that the Clause was not even clear 
to the supporters of the Government 
themselves. The right hon. Gentleman 
either understood the Clause or he did 
not. Ii his interpretation were correct, 


then the Clause ought to bealtered. The 


point before the Committee was that the 


Sir W. Hert Dyke. 
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Clause did not carry out the intentions 
of the Government as declared by the 
Prime Minister at Manchester that night, 
or as declared by the right hon. Gentle. 
man who had just spoken, and certainly 
not as declared by the hon. Member for 
North-West Ham, who said that the 
managers were to be reduced to mere 
dummies. Was that the view the volun- 
tary school managers took of their posi- 
tion? He wondered whether that was the 
interpretation placed on the Clause by 
the Archbishop of Canterbury. Ii it 
were, he could hardly believe that the 
Church Congress would have passed a 
strong resolution in favour of a Bill 
which reduced the managers to the 
position of dummies in regard to volun- 


[An Hon. Member: As 


Secular 


tary schools. 


regards secular education.] 


education was given by the teachers, 
und if teachers were appointed by a 
certain body, the members of that body 
were something more than dummies, 
The man who appointed the manager of 
a works was not a dummy in connec- 
such works. The Prime 


tion with 


Minister charged them with misrepre- 


sentation. 


Mr. A.J. BALFOUR: [never charyed 
the hon. Gentleman with misrepresen- 


tation, as far as Ll know. 


LLOYD-GEORGE said he was 
At Manchester the 


Mr. 
clad to hear that. 


> 


right hon. Gentleman’s speech would 
lead any ordinary average intelligence, 
like that represented at his meeting, to 
believe that the position of the managers 
in regard to the local authority was 
exactly the position of managers under 
the London School Board. {Hoy. Mew- 
No, no.] 


BERS : That was his proposi- 
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At Man- 
chester the Prime Minister said— 


tion, and he would prove it. 


‘“But the London School Board has the 
control of its schools. In each of these 
schools— —_"? 


BALFOUR asked if the 


what led 


Mr. A. J. 


hon. Gentleman would read 


up to that. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: Certainly. 


“Tt is only necessary to remind you of the 
case, for example, of the London School Board. 
The London School Board controls all the rate- 
supported schools in London, and the rate- 
supported contain the 
majority of the children in London, and, as 


schools in London 
you know, the metropolitan area is the largest 
area probably which ever has been, which ever 
could be, placed under the control of one local 
education authority. But the London Sehool 
Board has the control of its schools. 
board school under the London School Board 


In every 


there are managers, but they have not got the 
control, and the theory of our Bill is that the 
control should be not with the managers, but 
with the Borough Council or with the County 
Council as the case may be, and I would 
venture to urge upon those friends of the 
Bill—for in this part of my speech [ am deal- 
ing with the friends of the Bill—I shall have a 
word to say about its enemies directly — I 
would say to the friends of the Bill, that if 
they desire, as the Government most heartily 
de sire, that public control should be made a 
reality —and it shall be adequate to the amount 
of support given out of public funds—I would 
earnestly ask them to turn their attention, not 
to the balance of power among the managers 
for secular education, but to increasing the 
authority of the Borough Council or County 
Council as the case may be.” 


What did those words mean ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said that what 
he was trying to show was that the 
Government had used the word ‘*‘ mana- 
gers 
Act of 1870; the term was used without 
carrying with it the idea of control. He 
did not intend to show that they meant 
that the precise degree of subordination 

VOL. CXIII. [FourtH Series. ] 


” in the Bill as it was used in the 
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| of the managers in the voluntary schools 


should be that of the managers under 
the London School Board. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said he quite 
agreed with the interpretation put on 
the first part, that the right hon. Gentle- 


man wanted to distinguish between 
management and control. But he 
quoted the example of the London 


School Board, and it was obvious what 
interpretation would be put on the speech 
by every man of intelligence who listened 
to it. 
intended, the right hon. Gentleman was 


If any other interpretation was 


quite capable of putting it into clearer 
Did the 


Prime Minister mean that these managers 


and less misleading terms. 


should be “dummies,” as stated by the 
hon. Member for North West Ham. 


* Mr. ERNEST GRAY said he had not 
the faintest recollection of using the 
word “ dummies.”’ 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE thought the 
substance of the hon. Member's remarks 
was that the managers would have no 

‘real control over the schools. 


*Mr. ERNEST GRAY: As regards 
secular instruction. 


Mr, LLOYD-GEORGE asked whether 
the hon. Member included in “secular 
instruction ” the appointment of teachers. 
lf not, what did it all mean? The 
Government ought really to give the 
Committee some clear idea of what they 
intended. 

Mr. McKENNA asked 


whether the 


First Lord of the Treasury accepted 


E 
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the interpretation of Clause 8 as pro-| when the Bishop of Coventry suggested 


hibiting school managers from spending 


money except that provided by endow- 


authority. 


* Mr. ERNEST GRAY : 


Mr. 


McKENNA: But that was not 





was reached. 


| certain modifications of the Bill. 


| *THre CHAIRMAN said the time to 


ment or voluntary subscription unless the |. é 
: ' ‘raise that point would be when the Clause 


expenditure were authorised by the local | 


The hon. Member was not 


‘entitled to take the cream off all the 


' Amendments. 


Certainly. 


the view taken at the Church Congress, Noes, 227. 


Allan,Sir William (Gateshead) 
Allen,CharlesP(Glouc.,Stroud) 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 

Asquith, Rt. Hn. HerbertHenry 


Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brigg, John 

Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Burns, John 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 


Caldwell, James 
Cameron, Robert 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 
Craig, Robert Hunter. 
Cremer, William Randal 


Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. ) 


Ellis, John Edward 
Emmott, Alfred 


Fenwick, Charles 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fuller, J. M. F. 


Gladstone, Rt. Hon. Herbert J. 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Auson, Sir William Reynell 


AYES. 


Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Grant, Corrie 


Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Helme., Norval Watson 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 


Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. 
Kitson, Sir James 


Langley, Batty 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese, SirJosephF.(Accr’ngt’n) 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Levy, Maurice 

Lough, Thomas 


M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall 
M‘Laren, Sir Chas. Benjamin 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Norman, Henry 


Paulton, James Mellor 
Pearson, Sir Weetman D. 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Pickard, Benjamin 
Price, Robert John 
Priestley, Arthur 


NOES. 


Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 


| (11.43.) Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 7s; 


(Division List No. 390.) 


Rea, Russell 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs. ) 


Shipman, Dr. Joka G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Spencer, Rt. HnC. R.(N’rthants 
Strachey, Sir Edward 


Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, FE. 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E. 
Thomas, David Alfred(M rthyr 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R.) 
Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 


Wallace, Robert 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whiteley,George (York, W.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wilson, Fred, W (Norfolk, Mid. 
Wilson, Henry J.( York, W. R.) 
| Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Lloyd - George and 
Mr. M‘Kenna. 


| Arrol, Sir William 
| Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
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Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balearres, Lord 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Maneh’r 
Balfour, RtHnGerald W.(Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christech. 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barry, Sir Francis T. (Windsor 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Bathurst, Hon. AllenBenjamin 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

bill, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griftith- 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Brown, AlexanderH. (Shropsh. 


‘arew, James Laurence 

‘arlile, William Walter 
‘arson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
‘arvill, Patrick G. Hamilton 
‘autley, Henry Strother 
‘avendish, V.C. W.(Derbysh. 
‘ecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
‘ecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain,J.Austen(Wore’r 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 

Clive, Captain Perey A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb,SirJohnCharlesReady 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow 
Cox, trwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viseount 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Cust, Henry John C. 


Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Denny, Colonel 

Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dixon-Hartland, Sir F. Dixon 
Dorington,Rt. Hon. Sir John E. 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxtord, Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Darning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. Hn. Sir William Hart 


gerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
lliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 


IY 
L 
- 
vi 


Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W. 
Faber, George Denison (York 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEdward 
Fercusson,RtHn.SirJ.(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
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Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald,Sir Robert Penrose- 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edw. Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, PhilipS.(Warwick,S. W 


Gardner, Ernest 
Godson,SirAugustusFrederick 


| Gordon,J.(Londonderry,South 


Gordon, MajEvans-(T’rH’ ml ts. 
Gore, Hon. 8. F. Ormsby-(Line. 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene,Sir E W(B’rySEdim’nd) 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsburys 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 

Groves, James Grimble 
Guest, Hon. [vor Churchill 


Hall, Edward Marshall 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, RtHnL’rdG(Midd’x 
Hanbury, Kt. Hon. Robert Wm. 
Hardy, Laurence( Kent, Ashfrd 
Hateh, Eroest Frederick Geo. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Healy, Timothy Michael 
Heath, ArthurHoward( Hanley 
Heath, James(Statfords.,N.W. 
Henderson, Sir Alexander 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 
Higginhottom, S. W. 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset, E. 
Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope, J. F.(Shetfield, Brightside 
Hornby, Su. Willam Henry 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Hozier, Hn. James Henry Cecil 


Jetfreys, Rt. Hon. ArthurFred. 
Jessel,Captain Herbert Merton 


Kenyon, Hon. Geo. T. (Denbigh 
Kenyon- Slaney, Col. W. (Salop 
Keswick, William 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 


Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence,Sir Joseph (Monm’th 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lee, ArthurH(Hants.,Fareham 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col. Chas. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S. 
Lowe, Francis William 
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Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas,Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, ReginaldJ. (Portsmouth) 


Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
MArthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Calmont,ColH.L,.B.(Cambs, 
M‘Iver, Sir L. (Edinburgh, W. 
M‘Killop, James(Stirlingshire) 
Manners, Lord Cecil 

Milvain, Thomas 

Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Montagu, Hon..J. Scott (Hants 
More, Robt. Jasper (Shropshire 
Morgan, DavidJ.{ W Ithamst' w 
Morrell, George Herbert 


| Mount, William Arthur 


Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray, C. 
Murray, kRtHnA.Graham(Bute 


| Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 


Nicholson, William Graham 


, Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 


Parker, Sir Gilbert 

Pease, Herbt. Pike( Darlington 
Pemberton, John S. G. 

Percy, Earl 
Pilkington,Lieut. -Col. Richard 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis. Robert 

Pym, ©. Guy 


Randles, John S. 
Rankin, Sir James 
Rasch, Major Frederick Carne 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renwick, George 
Richards, Henry Charles 
tidley,Hon. M. W (Stalybridge 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Rothschild, Hon. Lionel Walter 
tound, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John 


Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
Seton-Karr, Henry 
Shaw-Stewart, M.H. (Renfrew 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Abel H.( Hertford, East) 
Smith,H C(N’rth’mb. Tyneside 
Smith,James Parker (Lanarks. 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Stanley,Hn. Arthur (Ormskirk 


Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) | Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
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Stroyan, John Walker, Col. William Hall Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (Yorks, 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier | Walrond, Rt. Hon. Sir Win.H. | Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart. 


Wanklyn, James Leslie Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Warde, Colonel C. E. Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester z é : % 
+ yo paeae Warr, Augustus Frederick Wyndham-Quin, Major W. H. 


Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 


| Webb,Colonel William George Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
Welby, Lt.-Col. ACE(Taunton | Younger, William 
Welby,SirCharlesG. E.(Notts. | 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 


suinelt, Lieut. -Col. Edward Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 
eae Same aay Willoughby de Eresby, Lord Sir Alexander Acland. 

Willox, Sir John Archibald Hood and Mr, Anstruther. 
Valentia, Viscount Wilson, A.Stanley (York,E.R.) 


Vincent,Col,SirC E H(Shettield | Wilson,.J. W.(Worcestersh. N. 


Committee report Progress; to sit MA RINE INSURANCE BILL [Lorps]. 
again tomorrow, Order for Second Reading read, and 


discharged. Bill withdrawn. 
LANDS VALUATION (SCOTLAND) 


AMENDMENT BILL [Lorps]. 
. : ‘ QUEEN ANNE’S BOUNTY aL. 
Order for Second Reading read, and a a ns 


discharged. Bill withdrawn. Order for Second Reading read, and 


discharged. Bill withdrawn 
LONDON ELECTIONS BILL. 


rder for Second Reading read, 
Order for S 1 Reading read, and 


discharged. Bill withdrawn. 


NAVAL PRIZE BILL [Lorps}. 


Order for Second Reading read, an: 
discharged. Bill withdrawn. 

POLICE (SUPERANNUATION) BILL. 

Order for Second Reading read, and EMPLOYMENT OF CHILDREN BILL. 
discharged. Bill withdrawn. Calon far end Daslinn wih sl 
discharged. Bill withdrawn. 

POLICE EXPENSES BILL. 

Order for Second Reading read, and 
discharged. Bill withdrawn. DOGS’ REGULATION BILL. 
Order for Second Reading read, and 


MATRIMONIAL CAUSES ACTS AMEND- discharged. Bill withdrawn. 
MENT BILL [Lorps}. 
Order for Second Reading read, and 


. . . rsulé Pe » ( ) “ier <e 
discharged. Bill withdrawn. In pursuance of the Order of the Hous 


HOSPITALS (CONTRIBUTIONS) BILL. Without Question put. 


Order for Second Reading read, and 
discharged. Bill withdrawn. Adjourned at Twelve o'clock. 


this day, Mr. Speakeradjourned the House 


Meimover. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. PETITIONS. 


Friday, 17th October, 1902. 


The House met at Twelve of the 
clock. 
ADJOURNMENT. 
tesolved, That this House, at the 


rising of the House this day, do adjourn 
until Monday next.—(Sir Alevander 
Aclund-Hood). 


UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL 
BUSINESS. 
DUMBARTON CORPORATION (FUR. 

THER POWERS) ORDER CONFIRMA- 

TION, 

Bill to confirm a Provisional Order 
under the Private Legislation Procedure 
(Scotland) Act, 1899, relating te Dum- 
barton Corporation (to be proceeded 
with under Section 7 of the Act), 
ordered to be brought in by the Lord 
Advocate and Mr. Solicitor General for 
Scotland. 

DUMBARTON CORPORATION  (FUR- 


THER POWERS) ORDER CONFIRMA- 
TION BILL. 


“To confirm a Provisional Order 
under The Private Leyislation Pro- 


cedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, relating to 
Dumbarton,” presented, and under 62 
and 63 Vict., c. 47, s. 7 (2) ordered to 
be considered upon Monday next. 


WICK BURGH EXTENSION ORDER 
CONFIRMATION, 

Bill to confirm a Provisional Order 
under the Private Legislation Procedure 
(Scotland) Act, 1899, relating to Wick 
Burgh Extension (to be proceeded with 
under Sections & and 9 of the Act), 
ordered to be brought in by the Lord 
Advocate and Mr. Solicitor General for 
Scotland. 


WICK BURGH EXTENSION ORDER 
CONFIRMATION BILL. 

“To confirm a Provisional Order 
under The Private Legislation Procedure 
(Scotland) Act, 1899, relating to Wick 
Surgh Extension,’ presented, and read 
the first time; to be read a second time 


upon Monday, 27th October, and to be. 


printed. 


VOL. CXIII. [Fourtu Sertes.j 


CANADIAN CATTLE (IMPORTATION). 

Petitions for the abolition of restric- 
tions: From Bovey Tracey; Newton 
Abbot ;  Stacksteads; Paisley (two) ; 
Brixton; Arbroath; Falmouth; With- 
nell; Chorley; Water; Bacup; Tor- 
quay; Cleator Moor; Gravesend ; 
Kilbirnie; Kilwinning; Beith ; Enfield 
(two); Oldham (two); Walton; Wick- 
ham Market; Thurso; Eckington ; 
Clown; Whittington ; Killamarsh ; 
Stockport; Egremont; Warrington ; 
Edmonton ; Horbury ; Flockton ; 
Derby ; Heckmondwike; Aberdeen ; 
Birstall ; Birkenshaw ; Doncaster ; 
Londonderry; Trowbridge; Rutherglen; 


Renfrew; Horwich; Bradford; Little 
Lever; Chesham; Toxteth; Melton 
Mowbray; ‘Tiverton; Eccles;  Little- 
borough ; Rhodes; Bridge End; Brix- 


ham ; Eagley ; Hull ; Radstock ; Frome ; 
Stockport; Leven; Guard Bridge; 
Penge; Sevenoaks; Market Harborough; 
Glenfield ; Cosby; Enderby ; Broughton 
Astley; Liverpool ; Shrewsbury ; Epp- 
ing; Greenhead; Churwell; Working- 
ton; Maryport (two); Kinning Park ; 
Gloucester; Brandon; Sherburn Hill; 
Tudhoe Colliery; West Cornforth ; 
Willington; Accrington; Burton  La- 
timer; Raunds ; Desborough ; Mirfield ; 
Failsworth; Beverley; Leeds; Perth; 
Hepworth ; Droylsden ; Mossley; Prest- 
wich; Waterloo; Newtown; Siddal ; 


Keswick ; egsw : ‘ramlington ; 
I ch P ood Cramlingt 

Broomhill: Bamfurlong; Guide Post ; 
Blyth ; Harrogate ; Ashington ; Bishop’s 


Stortford; Bishop Auckland; Shire- 
moor; Oswaldtwistle; Iron Bridge ; 
Keighley ; Oxenhope; Daventry; St. 
Anthonys ; Todmorden ; and Denholme ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


(ENGLAND AND WALES) 


SILL. 

Petitions against: FromSuffolk (twenty- 
four); Todmorden; Dean ; Bury (two) ; 
Everereech ; Low Ham ; Henley ; White 
haven; Cowling; Paisley ; Stockton ; 
Blairgowrie ; Chelmsford ; — Flitwick ; 
Newark ; Ossett ; Hull (two) ; Shepton 
Mallet; Oakhill, and Belfast; to le 
upon the Table. 

EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
BILL. 

Petitions foralteration: From Southport 

(two); Edmonton; Arbroath ; Paisley 


F 


EDUCATION 
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(two) ; Egremont ; Newton Abbot (two) ; 
Withnell ; Brixton ; Eckington ; Clown ; 
Whittington; Killamarsh: Torquay ; 
Gravesend;  Kilbirnie; — Kilwinning: 
Beith ; Oldham (two) ; Water ; Wickham 
Market; Walton; Thurso; Falmouth ; 
Stacksteads; Alva; Newtonshaw ; Hor- 
bury; Flockton; Derby ; Heckmond- 
wike; Aberdeen; Bacup; Birstall ; 
Birkenshaw ; Doncaster ; Londonderry ; 
Enfield ; Renfrew ; Rutherglen ; Warring- 
ton; Trowbridge ; Bradford ; Horwich ; 
Little Lever; Eagley ; Chesham ; 'Toxteth; 
Tiverton ; Rhodes; Todmorden (two) ; 
srixham; Eccles; Hull;  Radstock ; 
Frome; Leven; Guard Bridge ; Penge : 
Waterloo ; West Cornforth ; Newtown ; 
Enderby ; Market Harborough ; Glenfield ; 
Cosby ; Broughton Astley ; Churwell ; 
Leeds ; Liverpool; Greenhead ; Epping ; 
Workington (two) ; Maryport ; Glasgow ; 
Gloucester; Burton Latimer;  Des- 
borough ; Mirfield ; Harrogate ; Raunds ; 
3everley ; Prestwich ; Droylsden ; Fails- 
worth; Brandon; Sherburn Hill ; Tudhoe 
Colliery ; Willington ; Sevenoaks ; Hep- 
worth ; Bishop's Stortford ; Siddal ; Kes- 
wick ; Cramlington ; Pegswood ; Perth ; 
St. Anthonys ; Broomhill; Bedlington ; 
Guide Post; Blyth ; Shrewsbury ; Bam- 
furlong; Daventry; Ashington (two) ; 
Newark ; Bishop Auckland ; Shiremoor ; 
Keighley ; Oxenhope; Denholme ; and 
Iron Bridge ; to lie upon the Table. 


EMPLOYMENT OF CHILDREN BILL. 


Petition from Shetfield, in favour ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


LOCAL AUTHORITIES OFFICERS’ 
SUPERANNUATION BILL. 
Petition of the Midland Municipal 
Officers’ Association, in favour; to lie 
upon the Table. 


PLUMBERS’ REGISTRATION BILL. 


Two petitions from Leeds, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


PREVENTION OF CORRUPTION IN 
TRADE. 

Petitions for legislation: From Bacup ; 
Bovey Tracey ; Newton Abbot; Water ; 
Whittington: Killamarsh ; Falmouth ; 
Withnell ; Chorley ; Brixton ; Eckington ; 
Clown ; Torquay ; Cleator Moor ; Grave- 
send; Beith; Kilwinning; Kailbirnie ; 
Stockport ; Oldham ; Paisley ; Wickham 


Market ; Walton; Thurso; Stacksteads ; 
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Newtonshaw ; Alva; Egremont; Flockton; 
Horbury ; Heckwondwike; Aberdeen; 
Birstall ; Derby ; Birkenshaw; Doncaster; 
Londonderry ; Enfield ; Golcar ; Ruther- 
glen; Renfrew; Warrington; Trowbridge; 
Bradford -on-Avon; Horwich; Little 
Lever ; Eagley ; Eccles ; Chesham ; Tox- 
teth ; Melton Mowbray ; Tiverton ; Little- 
borough; Rhodes; Todmorden; Brixham ; 
Hull; Radstock; Frome ; Churchtown; 
Leven ; Edmonton; Penge; Enfield; Guard 
Bridge ; Prestwich ; Accrington ; Market 
Harborough ; Cosby : Glenfield; Enderby ; 
Broughton Astley ; Churwell ; Liverpool ; 
Siddal; Epping; Workington (two) ; 
Maryport; Failsworth; Kinning Park ; 
Gloucester; Sevenoaks; Deshorough ; 
Mirfield; Burton Latimer; Raunds ; 
Waterloo; Mossley ; Droylsden ; Beverley ; 
Leeds ; Perth ; Hepworth ; Bishop’s Stort- 
ford ; Keswick; Cramlington ; Pegswood ; 
Broomhill; Bedlington; Guide Post ; 
Blyth; Sherburn Hill; Willington; 
Brandon and Byshottles; West Cornforth; 
Tudhoe Colliery; Bamfurlong; Daventry; 
Harrogate ; Ashlington (two); Newark; 
Bishop Auckland; Shiremoor; New- 
town ; Oswaldtwistle ; Shrewsbury ; St, 
Anthony's; Keighley ; Oxenhope ; Den- 
holme; Greenhead ; and, iron Bridge ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


VACCINATION BILL. 
Petitions in favour: From Larkhall ; 
and, Middlesborough ; to lie upon the 
Table. 
REPOR TN, 


RETURNS, ETC. 
SEA FISHERIES (IRELAND). 


Return [presented 16th October] to be 
printed, [No, 355.] 


NAVY (SHIPS’ BOILERS). 


Return [presented 16th October] to be 
printed, | No, 356.] 


NAVAL TRAINING SHIPS. 


Return [presented 16th October] to be 
printed. [No. 357.} 
INTERMEDIATE EDUCATION 
(IRELAND). 
Return [presented 16th October] to be 
printed. [No, 358. ] 
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VWUESTIONS AND ANSIVERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Government Agreements with the Cunard 
Company and Atlantic Shipping Trust. 


(Question.) Str JOHN COLOMB 
(Great Yarmouth): To ask the President 
of the Board of Trade whether Papers 
relating to any arrangements made 
with the Cunard Steamship Company, 
or any other Shipping Companies or 
combinations, will be laid before Parlia- 
ment; and, if so, when. 


(Answered by Mr. Gerald Balfour.) The 
Government proposes to lay upon the 
Table of the House the formal agreements 
with the Cunard Steamship Company 
and the Atlantic Shipping Trust when 
these have been duly executed. 


Additional Parish Guardians in Oxford. 
shire. 

(Question.) Mr. MORRELL (Oxford- 
shire, Woodstock): To ask the President 
of the Local Government Board whether 
he has received and been able to consider 
resolutions from Oxford City in favour 
of additional guardians for the parishes 
of St. Thomas, St. Ebbe, and St. Aldate 
on the ground that, though the popula- 
tion and rateable value of these parishes 
is admitted to be in excess of the popula- 
tion and rateable value of certain other 
parishes in the union, as St. Mary the 
Virgin, All Saints, and St. Martin (Car- 
fax), their representation on the Board 
is not proportionate ; and whether he is 
now prepared either to hold a 
inquiry into the matter, or to makea 
Provisional Order enabling these parishes 
to proceed to elect additional guardians, 
and, if so, how many. 


(A NSWe red by Mr. Walt r Long.) Appli- 
cation has been made to me for an in- 
crease in the representation on the 
Board of Guardians of the parishes of 
St. Thomas, St. Ebbe and St. Aldate, 
Oxford, and I have been in com 
munication with the guardians of the 
Oxford Incorporation on the subject. 
The guardians at first proposed that 
the area of the Poor Law Union should 
be altered, but this proposal has now 
been abandoned. I have, therefore, re- 
quested that I may be furnished with 
their observations as regards an increase | 
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in the number of guardians for the 
parishes referred to. 1 drew the attention 
of the guardians to the matter a few days 
since, and on hearing from them I hope 
to be in a position to deal with the 
proposal that a local inquiry should be 


held. 


Colonial Conference—Papers. 
(Question.) Sir JOHN COLOMB: To 
ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies, when Papers relating to the 
Colonial Conference will be presented to 
Parliament. 


(Lnsur red hy Mr. Sere tary Chamberlain.) 
The Papers are in the Press, and it is 
hoped they will be distributed very 
shortly. 

SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE 

BILL [Lorps}. 

Read the first time; to be read a 
second time upon Monday next, and to 
be printed. [Bill 294.] 

EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
BILL. 


Considered in Committee— 
(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, 
Penrith) in the Chair. ] 


Clause 8 :— 


*(12.15.) Toe CHAIRMAN: The First 
Amendment standing on the Paper in 
the name of the hon. Member for West 
Denbighshire has already been disposed 
of by the Committee, for it is covered by 


_words which were inserted in Clause 6. 


Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.), 
On a point of order, said the words 
inserted in Clause 6 conferred on the 
local authority the powers and duties of 
a School Board, but the Billalso proposed 
to repeal certain existing powers and 
duties set forth in Sections 5 to 18 of 
the Education Act, 1870, and these were 
the very duties which in future would 
devolve on the new authority. It was 
proposed on page 12 of the Bill to repeal 
Section 5 except sofar as it defined public 
school accommodation, while Section 18, 
which was also to be repealed, was that 


F232 
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which declared the local authority to be in 
default if it did not provide accommoda- 
tion. 


Mr. MCKENNA (Monmouthshir , N.): 
And if you look at the bottom of page 
11 you will see that sub-Section 5 states 
what provisions shall have effect in lieu 
of the section. The sub-Section only 
deals with free places, and it does not 
deal with the “adequate” amount of 
accommodation. 


*Tue CHAIRMAN: Section 18 of the 
Act of 1870 imposes on the School 
Board the duty of providing adequate 
school accommodation, and these are 
the words now proposed to be inserted. 


Dr. MACNAMARA: The part of 
Section 18 which it is proposed to repeal 
begins “if atanytime.” If it is repealed 
there will be no obligation resting on 
the local authority. 


*Tue CHAIRMAN: But the words 
proposed to be inserted by the hon. 
Member for West Denbighshire are 
practically in the Bill. It is not pro- 
posed to repeal that part of Section 18 
which lays on the School Board the 
duty of maintaining such additional 
school accommodation as may be neces- 
sary. 


Dr. MACNAMARA: The latter part 
of Section 1&8 of the Act of 1870, which 
provides that the local authority shall be 
declared to be in default if it does not 
provide the accommodation, is proposed 
to be repealed. 


Mr. CHARLES McARTHUR (Liver- 
pool, Exchange) : Section 18 leaves it to 
the discretion oi the School Board to say 
whether or not it shall provide addi- 
tonal accommodation, but Nection 5, 
which this Bill proposes to repeal, im- 
poses an absolute statutory obligation 
upon the School Board to supply 
accommodation whenever necessary. 


*TuE CHAIRMAN: I see no reason 
whatever to alter my opinion that the 
words now proposed to be inserted are 
already in the Bill. We cannot go on 
inserting the same thing over and over 
again. The matter is now disposed of. 


Dr, Macnamara, 
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Mr. ALFRED HUTTON (Yorkshire, 
W.K., Morley) moved, as an Amend- 
ment to the first section of the Clause, 


providing that the local education 
authority shall maintain and keep 


efficient all public elementary schools 
within their area which are necessary, 
to substitute “ may” for “shall.” There 
would, he said, have been no necessity 
for this Amendment had Clause 7 
retained its original form, but, in view 
of the proportions decided on for the 
managing body, he felt it necessary to 
propose an Amendment which would 
enable the county authority to make 
choice of the schools of whose main- 
tenance and efficiency it should think 
fit to undertake the entire responsi- 
bility. He thought the First Lord 
would find it very important to con- 
sider some such proposal as this in view 
of the attitude taken up by many local 
authorities. He might instance the 
County Council of the West Riding 
of Yorkshire, which had now come to 
the conclusion that it would be impos- 
sible to perform all the duties which the 
Bill would lay upon them. What was 
the Parliamentary Secretiry to the 
Board of Education (whom he wished 
to congratulate on his promotion to 
ollice), going to do in face of that 
attitude 1 He was not to be envied 
if it was to be his duty to compel 
Councils to undertake work which 
would be extremely distasteful to them. 
Surely he could not by mandamus com- 
pel a County Council to carry out a 
policy, and this Amendment sought to 
obviate the friction which was bound to 
arise. 


Amendment proposed, 

**In page 3, line 4, to leave out the word 
‘shall,’ and insert the word ‘may.’—(Mr. 
Alfred Hutton.) 


(Juestion proposed, “ That the word 
‘shall’ stand part of the Clause.” 


THe PRIME MINISTER axpd FIRST 
LORD or true TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
BaLeour, Manchester, .): May I ask if 
this Amendment isin order! | listened 
with attention to the arguments of the 
hon. Gentleman, and as far as I 
could gather his meaning he desires to 


revive Clause 5, which was dropped out 
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of the Bill. Clause 5 left it optional to 
the authorities to administer the Bill, 
and that, I take it, is the object of the 
present Amendment. 


Mr. ALFRED HUTTON : My proposal 
isexactly the reverse of Clause 5. It this 
suggestion were adopted, town councils 
would naturally take over the public 
schools of which they had control, but 
would decline to give public money to 
the schools which they did not take over. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Well, I do not 
press the point. If the hon. Gentleman 
aims at a differential treatment between 
different schools in the same area by the 
authorities over that area, that, I think, 
is an impossible solution of the difficulty. 
The Government were alive to the diffi 
eulty, and it was in erder to meet it that 
Clause 5 was introduced ; but it is abso- 
lutely certain that the method proposed 
by the hon. Gentleman would be an in- 
tolerable way of meeting it. If the 
whole elementary scheme of secular 
education in the country is placed under 
the control of a popularly elected body, 
and the hon. Gentleman's Amendment 
were carried, the resultin the West Riding, 
as | understand him, would be that while 
the County Council would be quite ready 
to take over all the School Boards, they 
would leave the edueation in the volun- 
tary schools in the position in which it is 
at present—that is to say, in many cases, 
in an unsatisfactory position. Ldo not 
think the Government can be asked to 
accept that, and if the hon. Gentleman’s 
suggestion were carried out at all it could 
only be, I think, by a revival of Clause 5. 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT (Mon- 
mouthshire, W.): The objection of my 
hon. friend is in reference to the difficulty 
felt by County Councils, and other bodies 
who are to carry out this Bill, when 
called upon to administer finances of 
which they have not control. 


Mr. A. J . 


control. 


Smk WILLIAM HARCOURT : That is 
the very point on which we want an 
understanding. We have now come to 
the Clause which deals with control, and 
Wwe want an explanation from the Govern- 
ment as to what is the nature of that 


BALFOUR: They have 
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control. It has been stated over and 
over again that there is absolute control 
of all secular education ; for that purpose 
there are six managers, and the authority 
which is to administer, and to spend the 
money, out of those six has one voice. 
The management you have here is a 
totally different thing from that in the 
board schools in London and other large 
places. But what is the method? We 
are told it is not to be the old method. 
But the great defect of this Bill and this 
Clause is that there is no definition of the 
attributions of the various managers. In 
order to make the Bill intelligible and to 
prevent friction there ought to be a 
clear definition of what are the duties 
and powers of these several managers. 
I want to know is this one representative, 
among six, to have complete control of 
secular education ¢ [f so, what are to be 
the functions of the other five ? Secular 
edueation, I understand, is to be the main 
part of elementary education, yet it has 
heen thought necessary for the purpose 
of safeguarding dogmatic teaching that 
you should have four, as against the one 
man who is to have charge of the secular 
teaching. I want to know what those 
four private individuals are to have the 
power to do in the schools, and whether 
they will have a voice in anything else 
besides the clerical dogmatic teaching. If 
it is the case, let it be clearly understood 
that there is one man only among the 
managers who has a word to say in the 
eonduet of the schools during the whole 
of the school time except that set apart 
for denominational teaching, and let us 
know where we are. ‘That has not been 
explained, and [ think it ought to be 
explained. The representative of the 
popularly elected body is after all human ; 
he may sometimes be absent, but some of 
the four will be present, and in that 
situation who is going to direct the 
schoolmaster in matters which arise every 
day in the ordinary secular work of the 
school? Are they or are they not to 
control and direct the schoolmaster in any 
part of the ordinary, regular, daily 
business of the school? That lies 
at the bottom of the whole question. 
The right hon. Gentleman in his speech 
at Manchester said that too much 
importance had heen given to the word 
“management.” Then let us understand 
how much importance belongs to the 
managers, and to the managers of each 
separate class. We have been told, I 
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think, by the noble Lord the Member for 
Greenwich that what he wanted was a 
Church atmosphere. 


Lorp HUGH CECIL (Greenwich): No; 
I never said that. I do not think I said 
that. 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: Well, 
I do not know who has the credit of the 
word “atmosphere,” but, if the noble 
Lord disavows it, I will treat it as an 
anonymous statement which has been 
accredited certainly by the ecclesiastical 
party. They want an atmosphere. 


*THE CHAIRMAN: I must remind 
the right hon. Gentleman that the only 
question now before the Committee is 
the proposed option of the local authority 
to support some schools and not others. 
I do not see how the matter he is now 
discussing is relevant to that. 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: The 
whole question of whether there is any 
objection to the inclusion of all the 
schools depends upon this vital question 
of management, and it seems to me that 
that lies at the root of the whole thing— 
whether or not the education authority, 
that is to say, the County Council, has 
entire control. I think the right hon. 
Gentleman the other day said that the 
word “management” which had been 
introduced into the Bill had tended to 
obscurity. That is perfectly true. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: IT think I said 
that it gave opportunities for misrepre- 
sentation. I do not think I said it was 
obscure. 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: Well, 
that it led to misrepresentation. I hope 
the right hon. Gentleman will excuse me 
for disa vowing the misrepresentation, and 
allow me to say “ want of comprehension 
of the meaning of the Bill.” That is 
what I am pressing on the right hon. 
Gentleman. I venture to say that the 
whole thing turns on this question of 
management. No doubt you may have 
managers who are immediately under 
the control of the School Board—say, 
of London, or of any large town—but 
that is not the ease in the rural districts. 
One great objection and difficulty that 
we have in this Bill is the postponement 

Sir Willian Hareourt, 


‘the managers ! 


affect denominational teaching ! 
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of Clause 12. That Clause, in my 
opinion, ought to have come at the 
beginning of the Bill, because it deals 
with the constitution of the education 
authority. Until we have some idea of 
what that authority is, how are we to 
understand what are the functions of 
It is quite plain that 
the education authority, which is a 
Committee of the County Council—— 


*THe CHAIRMAN: Order, Order! 
I really do not see how that arises under 
this Amendment, nor does the matter 
which the right hon. Gentleman was 
discussing arise, because, supposing 
this Amendment were to be accepted and 
passed, that would not affect the pro- 
portion of the managers. The pro- 
portion of the managers would remain 
exactly the same whether this Amend- 
ment were passed or not. 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: I beg 
your pardon. I have not been referring 
to the proportion of managers, except 
incidentally. I want to know what the 
functions of the managers are, and that 
is dealt with in this Clause. 


*The CHAIRMAN: 
this Amendment. 


Yes, but not in 


Str WILLIAM HARCOURT: This 
Amendment is founded upon the objec- 
tion that because the County Couneil 
have not complete management they 
ought to have the option of supporting 
the school or not. 1 come to this point, 
that the question of this management, 
and the amount of it, is the keystone oi 
the whole debate. We havethe assertion 
of the Government that there is to be 
complete control of secular education. 
Unless we have some elucidation of that 
Wwe cannot get on with this Bill, because 
the intentions of the Government have 
not been explained. Therefore I do ask, 
what is the amount of control which 
this single representative of the County 
Councilon the management is to have, 
and what is to be the power of the other 
managers t Is this one man to have the 
sole and absolute control of the school at 
all times, and in all matters which do not 
That 
is a very clear question, and I think we 
ought to have an answer. I venture to 
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say that in rural districts this one man 
is the only means of direct communica- 
tion between the education authority and 
the managers of the school. It is im- 
possible that the committee who are to 
form the education authority in a large 
area can be present in person, or 


that any of their number could be 
present in person, as a_ regular 
matter, in these rural schools. | 


Tell us what will be the functions of 
these managers. In my own county the 
education authority will be at Winchester. 
The only means of communieating with 
regard to the conduct of the school must 
be through the one manager, and what 
we want to have from the Government 
is a statement whether or not that one 
manager will be absolutely master of the 
whole of the schools except in regard to 
denominational teaching. Tell us what 
will be the functions of the other 


managers ! 


*Tue CHAIRMAN: I really must 
appeal to the right hon. Gentleman. I 
do not think he is treating me fairly. I 
have told him two or three times that 
this matter does not arise on this 
Amendment. It is amatter which must 
arise upon a subsequent Amendment, 
and I would really appeal to him to treat 
me fairly inthe matter. It is extremely 
difficult for me to keep the Committee to 
the point, and a right hon. Gentleman of 
such long standing as the right hon. 
Member | should have thought would 
assist the Chair. 


Sik WILLIAM HARCOURT: Well, I 
hope that I have not deserved that 
rebuke. [An Hon. MemBer: You have. } 
I have endeavoured to ask from the 
Government an explanation which I 
believe will clear up a great many 
difficulties which exist, and I believe that 
a short and plain statement of that kind 
would have facilitated business. As to 
treating the right hon. Gentleman fairly, 
there is no man in this House, I hope, 
who more desires to treat the Chair 
fairly, and to treat the right hon. Gentle- 
man with that respect which I sincerely 
feel for him. I thought that at the | 
beginning of a Clause which deals with | 
the whole question of management, and | 
upon which all the Amendments must | 


| 


{and not retard it. 


| character. 
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I believe so still, but 
if it is the fact that we are not at liberty 
to ask for an explanation from the 
Government of their views upon this 
subject, | bow at once to your decision. 
I regret that it is necessary to take a 
course which, in my opinion, will add to 
the diftticulties of the discussion, and which 
will prolong and not shorten debate. 


*(12.50.) Sir FRANCIS POWELL 
(Wigan) said he had been anxious on 
several occasions in the course of those 
debates to make one or two comments on 
the action of the West Riding County 
Council. He had considerable interests 
in that part of the country, and spent a 
certain portion of each year there, and he 
could not help expressing his sincere dis- 
appointment at the policy the Council had 
adopted with regard to the Education 
Bill. He was sure that the West Riding 
County Council would be _ perfectly 
adequate for the task which this House 
sought to impose on them. The County 
Councils in Lancashire and Yorkshire 
were doing a magnificent work in the 
cause of technical education, and the 
many schools over which they exercised 
supervision proved — 


*Tue CHAIRMAN: Order, order! I 


' do not see what relevance this has to the 


Amendment. Will the hon. Gentleman 
kindly apply himself to the Amendment 
before the Committee ? 


*Sir FRANCIS POWELL said that, of 
course, if he had trangressed he was 
extremely sorry. He was simply con- 
troverting the argument that the West 
tiding County Council were not adequate 
to perform the duty put upon them, and 
therefore that the word ‘‘ may” should 
be inserted instead of “shall.” That was 
a proposed change of a fundamental 
The object of this Bill was to 
create the same authority all over the 
country, and if “ may” were substituted 
for ‘‘shall” the Committee would be 
going back upon important decisions 
which it had already given. In sub- 
stance the Committee had already decided 
that there should be a universal decision. 


Mr. M‘KENNA said that, as it 
now stood, the Bill imposed, an im- 


depend, a request for an elucidation from | perative responsibility upon the locai 


the Government would forward business, | authority for 


the maintenance and 
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efficiency of the elementary education. 

His hon friend proposed that the re- 

sponsibility should be optional and not 

imperative, and he supported him in 

that because, under the Bill, it wouldbe 

in the power of managers to ineur 
liabilities which the local authority 
would be bound to pay. It the managers 
failed to carry out any directions of the 
local authority they were under no 
penalty. It was not reasonable that the 
responsibility for efficiency should rest 
with that authority when it had no 
means of enforcing obedience to its 
instructions upon the managers. Of 
course, they could undertake the re- 
sponsibility for maintenance, because 
the public purse was practically unlimited, 

but he did not see how they could be 
held responsible for the efficiency of the 
schools. He was accordingly in favour 
of making the responsibility of the local 
authority optional, seeing that they were 
asking the local authority to carry out 
a duty which the Act gave them no, 
power to enforce. 


Mr. HENRY HOBHOUSE (Somerset- 
shire, E.) opposed the Amendment. He 
said it might be necessary to insert words 
which would make the control thoroughly 
efficient and effective, but if this Amend- 
ment were carried it would revive option 
ina much more objectionable form than 
it originally appeared in the Bill—a form 
which was condemned by a very large 
majority. The result would be that any 
county or borough authority would have 
the power to decline to have anything to 
do with elementary education. Under 
the Clause already passed, the powers 
and duties of the School Boards and 
School Attendance Committee had been 
transferred to the local authority, 
which was to have complete control over 
secular education, but if the Amendment 
were carried it would not be bound to 
give a single penny towards the support, 
say, of a voluntary school. It would give 
hodies which held opinions represented 
hy hon. Gentlemen opposite the power 
to starve out voluntary schools, and would 
render our educational system far more 
chaotic than at present. It was a most 
unsatisfactory Amendment. 


Mr. TREVELYAN (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Elland) said it might be an unsatisfactory 
Amendment, but then they were dealing 


Mr. Ms Kenna, 
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with a very unsatisfactory state of affairs, 
The whole situation had entirely changed 
since the House adjourned in August 
last. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: How ? 


Mr. TREVELYAN, continuing, said 
there had been an agitation in the 
country. The least formidable part of 
that agitation was the speeches made by 
Members of this House. Rather more 
formidable had been the expressed 
intention of Nonconformists to refuse to 
pay rates, but the most serious part of 
the agitation was the declaration of some 
county councils that they would — find 
themselves incapable of administering 
the Bill if it beeame law. Three Welsh 
counties had announced that they could 
not undertake the responsibility of 
administering the Bill, and the great 
County Council of the West Riding had 
passed a resolution declaring — their 
opinion that if the Bill became law in 
its existing form any attempt of the 
council satisfactorily to administer its 
provisions would be futile and hopeless. 
The fact that this county council was 
composed of responsible businesslike men 
made that a very serious consideration 
indeed. It was probably the most im- 
portant County Council in the North of 
England, and surely its declaration that 
it regarded it as futile and hopeless to 
work the Bill had created a new  situa- 


tion. In many towns the municipal elee- 
tions in November would be fought 
on the education question. Test ques- 


tions were being put to candidates as to 
whether they would refuse subsidies to 
schools in which religious tests for 
teachers were still retained, and no doubt 
the result of the contests would be the 
election of many municipal authorities 
pledged to protest against the working 
of the Bill. That would necessarily lead 
to friction between the local and the 
central authority of a very serious kind, 
and therefore he believed the Govern- 
ment would do well to accord to the local 
authorities a latitude of action which 
would prevent them from coming into 
collision with the central authority. 


Dr. MACNAMARA asked what would 
happen if the local authorities had the 
right to please themselves whether they 
would assist voluntary schools or not ? 
Take the case of the great towns in which 
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they had such admirable School Boards. 
People would no doubt be very sore over 
the abolition of these Boards. What 
would they do? They would say: ‘We 
will give noaid to the voluntary schools.” 
jut they must not forget that the 
voluntary schools educated half the 
working classes of the country, and these 
children were the citizens of tomorrow, 
just as much as the board school children. 
They were told that the premises of these 
schools were old, that the teachers were 
ill-qualified, that the teaching apparatus 
was antiquated and scanty, and that, in 
every respect, they failed to meet modern 
requirements. Yet his hon. friend con- 
templated that state of affairs with satis- 
faction, and would support a continuance 
of that state of things! He disagreed 
with the policy of wiping the slate clean. 
Take the other case. There were eight 
great county boroughs which never had 
a School Board —county boroughs like 
Stockport, Wigan, and Preston—-— 


*Sir FRANCIS POWELL: We havea 
School Board in Wigan. 


Dr. MACNAMARA admitted that he 
had not quite accurately stated the fact. 
They had a Schoo! Board in Wigan which 
levied a small rate, but it had no board 
school. With regard to those great 
towns that had no rate, it had been said 
of the people that they preferred de- 
nominational teaching; that. no doubt, 
was quite true. The great bulk of the 


people of those towns would assent 
to any sort of religious instruction 
rather than pay a rate. If they 


had this option they would say “ Things 
will go on very well; we have 
never had a rete here, and with God’s 
help we never will.” He had spoken of 
the hopeless condition of Stockport with 
regard to their schools, and their prefer- 
ence for the denominational system. 
The one good thing about this Bill was 
that it would make the authority come 
down on the ratepayers. If they came 
down on the ratepayers it would be a 
good thing, as it would make these 
people meet their communal obligations, 
which they had so long been able to 
contract themselves out of under the 
guise of piety, which was only another 
name for parsimony. ‘There was a meet- 
ing at Stockport to disagree with every- 
thing he said, and the meeting was told 


(17 OcToRER 1902} 


Pill. 154 
not to be frightened about the prospect 
of a rate, that there would be no rate, 
and that there was another million 
additional State-aid, so that they would 
be able to keep Stockport free from 


rate. And that sort of thing would 
continue. These eight great county 


boroughs, containing over 100 municipal 


areas—a third of the municipal areas of 
the country—would continue to contract 
themselves out. What had to be done 
was to make education a public charge 
at once and universally. Grateful as the 
country was to the voluntary contribu- 
tor, it could not be doubted that the 
time had gone by when he could be of 
use. Yet this state of things was going 
to be continued by the use of the word 
‘may” instead of the word ‘ shall.” 
So far as he was concerned, he was pre- 
pared to let the Bill go with all its taults, 
because he was convinced that those 
local authorities which now protested 
against it would see in double - quick 
time that if popular control were assented 
to, it would be complete and full. If they 





left the matter to the local authorities, 
the genius of the English people would 
'see to it that this public money would 
| be followed by popular control. 


| Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon 
Boroughs) said hedid not doubt the genius 
of the English people, but it operated 
very slowly and took a long time to 
come into operation. This sort of talk 
went on in 1870, and the only result 
since then had been that whilst the 
voluntary contributions had gone up 
to something like £5,000,000, control 
had not been increased at all. Every 
one was agreed about the inefficiency 
of the voluntary schools, but what was 
the influence which kept them from 
being condemned in all these years while 
they were receiving the Government 
grants, when as a matter of fact they 
ought to have been condemned? It was 
a curious fact that the people who had 
sueceeded in evading the law all these 
years were the very people who con- 
demned the breach of the law when it 
came to a question of religion. The best 
way of meeting this state of things was 
not by making the Act compulsory. — If 
they made the proposal compulsory, they 
lowered and degraded the standard of 
education, but if they made it optional 
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they would force up the standard all 
over the country. He instanced the 
County Council of Glamorganshire, who 
could not administer the Act because 
there would be such a feeling that they 
could not get a sympathetic authority, 
and they certainly would not go against 
the wishes of their constituents. Would 
there be a imendamus to compel the 
council? Did that mean that they 
would send some one to gaol for contempt 
of Court! Whom would they send ? 
Would they send the Chairman of the 
Glamorgan County Council to gaol? 
They had provided for that already by 
electing a Conservative, and the Govern- 
ment could not imprison its friends. But 
they might say, ‘Well, there wastheclerk,” 
but he was a good old Tory. Would it be 
the county treasurer ! He was the leader 
of the Conservative party in the county. 
Although it was a liberal and progressive 
council, it happened that all their officials 
were Conservative. That only showed 
how broad-minded they were. And these 
were the County Councils to which they 
would not give an option! It was amusing 
London Members, who had not 
room for one-fifth of their people in their 
chapels, so concerned abcut religion that 
they would not allow this matter to be 
left in the hands of the County Councils of 
Wales. He did not think the Prime 
Minister had far as the late 
Chancellor of the Exchequer in contem- 
plating the possibility of this civil war. 
They would have to face it throughout 
the whole country. The Prime Minister 
might think there was nothing.in it, but 
he would know better after the November 
elections. It was a question of deal- 
ing not with a small Welsh County 
Council, but with Town Councils and 
County Councils all over the country. 


to see 


gone so 


If the Prime Minister was going 
to put the 250,000 inhabitants — of 


Fulham into prison he would require a 
new Prisons Bill as a sequel to the 
Kducation Bill. It was far better to 
trust these Councils. They had a great 
sense of duty and responsibility, and 
would act in moderation and even in a 
spirit of compromise. The Church laity, 
being anxious to see their schools pre- 
served, would meet the County Councils 
in a spirit of conciliation, and a good 
working arrangement might be arrived at. 
If the Prime Minister desired to see his 
Bill a success it would he better to leave 
Mr, Lloyd-George, 
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this option. The extreme Nonconformists 
were the party of lavish expenditure on 
education, and the Church party was the 
party of economy, Unless this option 
was given, the party of lavish expenditure 
would be arrayed with the party of 
parsimony, and education, not merely in 
the voluntary schools, but as a whole, 
would be starved out. The Prime 
Minister had a chance once more of, at 
any rate, giving his Bill a chance. By 
leaving it to the County Councils and 
Town Councils to make the best arrange- 
ment they could, there might be something 
which would be workable. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR thought that 
anybody who had listened to the hon. 
Gentleman would be of opinion that he 
was justified, at an earlier stage of the 
proceedings, in reminding the Committee 
that the difficulty which had been raised 
was really the difficulty which Clause 5 
was intended to meet. Clause 5 was the 
proper remedy. He thought the hon. 
Member desired this particular form of 


option, as distinguished from that of 
Clause 5, because it would give the 


County Councils an opportunity — of 
squeezing the voluntary schools out of 
existence. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said the 
voluntary schools could not be squeezed 
out of existence, because they had the 
buildings and they could always say they 
would take the buildings away, On the 
other hand, the council could give or 
withhold the rates. At all events, they 
could meet as equal partners ; each party 
would have something to give away, and 
that was all that was wanted to make a 
bargain. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said it seemed 
to him that the only thing the hon. 
Gentleman’s friends would have to give 
away was, he would not say their con- 
sciences, but that to which they had a 
conscientious objection. They went about 
saying with great earnestness and, he 
was sure, with perfect conviction, that 
it was a wicked thing to contribute to 
the support of any school in which 
denominational teaching was carried on. 


Mr. M-KENNA: They do not say that. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said, that with- 
out going into the comparative merits 





su 
sc 
su 


lef 
th 
th 
th 
its 
th 
co 
co 
dit 
m 
ch 


lat 
mn. 
he 
he 
ree 
ed 


he 
yn. 
ot 
of 


ot 


of 


he 
ed 
he 
ey 
he 
or 
ev 


ni 
Da 


ed 
on. 
ive 
yn- 
la 
yut 
he 
1at 
to 
ich 


at. 


th- 





157 Education 


or demerits of the great County 
Councils, he did not think it would be 
wise to have the parti-coloured system 
of support which the Amendment would 
introduce into the Bill. The County 
Councils would themselves be constantly 
fighting as to whether they should 
support this or that denominational 
school, and as to the amount of the 
support to be given. That was not a 
practical or a tolerable system. Clause 5 
left it open to the Councils to say whether 
they would work the Bill or whether 
they would not. But, if they worked 
the Bill, let them work it as a scheme in 
its entirety, dealing with all schools in 
their area upon one principle, and forthe 
common good of the children in the 
county. He hoped it was not in this 
direction, at all ‘events, that the Com- 
mittee could be induved to listen to any 
change desired by the hon. Gentleman. 


*Mr. ABEL THOMAS (Carmarthen 
shire, E.) said the Carmarthenshire County 
Council had come to the resolution that 
if this Bill were passed they would not 
earry it out, because they could not, and 
because they had conscientious objections. 
Only two out of forty Members voted 
against that resolution, and even they, 
although Conservatives, did not speak in 
favour of the Bill, but simply said that as 
county councillors they ought not to 
pass such a resolution. Such resolutions 
were passed with the intention of being 
carried out. Thus, since the House ad- 
journed in August a new position had 
arisen which they had to face, and he 
should vote for the Amendment because 
it was a way out of the difliculty. 


Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax) said that 
after the discussion of the previous even- 
ing the only foundation for the idea that 
there could be control of any complete- 
ness in the hands of the local authority 
over the loeal managers lay in the word used 
hy the hon. Member for North West Ham 
with regard to the “ power of the purse.” 
But, if in the very forefront of the Clause 
it was laid down that the local authority 
must maintain and keep  efticient the 
schools, the power of withholding supplies 
was withdrawn, and the whole argument 
of the hon. Member for North West Ham 
was knocked on the head.‘ Shall” meant 
“must,” and “must” meant a statutory 
obligation to maintain the schools effi- 
ciently. 


{17 OctToper 1902} 


Pill. 158 


| House in which managers had evaded the 


Conscience Clause by taking children from 
the schools to a service called the ‘ Mass,” 
not in the hours allocated to religious 
instruction but in the ordinary set hours, 
and the late Vice President of the Com- 
mittee on Edueation had repeatedly stated 
that he had no power to interfere. 
Suppose in such an instance a County 
Couneil threatened to withhold the 
supplies from the school until the objec- 
tionable practice was discontinued, they 
would not have a leg to stand on, because 
by the word “shall” they would be 
hound to continue the salaries of the 
teachers and to maintain and keep 
eflicient that school. That was a conclu- 
sive reason in favour of the Amendment. 
He thought the Committee would be 
well advised not to let the difference 
between the word “shall” and “may ”’ 
pass until they had got some much 
better assurance of real control over 
the acts of which they had ample 
evidence on the part of managers, and 
which this bill gave no more power 
to control than they had at the present 
time. That was a consideration which 
had not yet been put before the 
Committee. 


(1.30.) Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 8.) 
said that before they went to a division 
he should like to say one word in reply 
to what the right hon. Gentleman had 
said. ‘The importance of the Amend- 
ment was that it brought them face 
to face with a serious practical problem 
which was threatening them. This 
was not the time to force upon local 
authorities functions which they dis- 
claimed, and which they declared they 
were unable to undertake. The right 
hon. Gentleman must face the fact 
that a number of these Boards said 
they could not do the work. How 
were they going to meet that difficulty ? 
The right hon. Gentleman had given 
them no light upon that point. These 
Boards said they had not the machinery, 
or the connection with these denomina- 
tional schools, which would enable them 
to exercise effective control over them. 
The right hon. Gentleman had _ not 
thrown any light upon the question 


‘as to how the county and borough 


councils were to act in regard to these 
schools. If they gave an option to the 


Cases had been cited in the |local authorities they would be able 
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to make terms with the sectarian they refused to carry out a particular 


schools. This proposal would afford 
material for a bargain which would 
be better than the conflict to which 
the Bill was leading. On those grounds 
he felt that he must support the 
Amendment. The right hon. Gentle 
man said the House should give County 
and Borough Councils power to deal 
with all the schools in one area upon 
one principle, but that was exactly 
what the Bill did not do, and so far 
from doing this it created two sets of 
schools, one set over which they would 
have complete control, and the other 
over which they would have a smaller 
and qualified control. It was because 
they had not this power that they 
were obliged to make this protest. 


*Mr. CORRIE GRANT (Warwick- 
shire, Rugby) said the hon. Member 
for Carnarvon Boroughs stated that 
whenever this power had to be enforced 
it would be by mandamus, and would 
be addressed to the officials of the 
County Council. He thought his hon. 
friend was wrong there. The course 
would be to get a resolution proposed 
before the council to enforce some 
part of these powers, and then 
those who refused to carry out that 
power would be mandamused by the 
central authority as having refused to 
carry out the resolution. He did not 
think it was fair, that in carrying out 
this Act, only one section of the com- 
munity should be liable to go to prison. 
A very large number of people had said 
that, rather than pay the education rate, 
they were prepared to go to prison. 
Men like Dr. Clifford meant what they 
said upon this question. What would 
happen when the Government came into 
conflict with the local authority? They 
were calling upon men who had offered 
their services to the constituencies for 
particular purposes to do an entirely 
different class of work for which they 
had not offered themselves, and of which 
they had no knowledge when elected. 
When the Opposition suggested that 
this Bill should not be brought into force 
until after a County Council election, the 
Prime Minister refused that Amendment, 
and insisted upon imposing these duties 
upon the men already elected. In the 
cease of the Keighley Board of Guardians, 

Mr. Brwyee. 


provision of the Vaccination Act, and the 
Local Government Board mandamused 
them and the Guardians went to prison. 
He had looked up the records to find 
how they got out of prison, but he was 
not successful. From the information 
he had received from one of the guar- 
dians, the Governor of the gaol came to 
him one morning and said, ‘“‘ Well, you 
ean go home.” The guardian replied: 
“I do not want to go home, for | 
am not going to obey the orders of 
the Local Government Board.” The 
Governor said that he had nothing to 
do with that question, and said he had 
been told that he could go home, and 
this guardian went home. Therefore, 
when these guardians had been in prison 
a few weeks the Government opened 
the prison doors and let them go home. 
Whenever the Government attempted to 
impose duties upon local authorities 
which they did not want to carry out 
the same thing would happen. 


*Mr. HELME (Lancashire, Lancaster) 
said that Members on their side of the 
House fought to establish the right of 
popular control over secular instruction 
in the schools throughout the country. 
The Prime Minister would relieve the 
country of great uncertainty and Parlia 
ment of a very serious waste of time if 
he would put before the House the exact 
measure of popular control to be given 
by the Bill. He appealed to the Govern 
ment to relieve them of the necessity 
of fighting one Amendment after another 
to secure it. 


*THeE CHAIRMAN: The hon. Member 
is not confining himself to the Amend- 
ment, and he is discussing a subsequent 
Amendment. There is an Amendment 
on the Paper which raises this very 
point, and therefore the hon. Member 
must confine himself to the Amendment 
before the Committee. 


*Mr. HELME said that he should like 
to beassured that the control to be given 
to the local authorities would be effee- 
tive, and he should have preferred to see 
the direction to them made absolute. 
In present circumstances he was bound 


to vote for the Amendment, as seeking 
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to secure for the authority the power of 


making what arrangements seemed to | 


them to be best. 
Sir WILLIAM MATHER (Lancashire, 


Rossendale) asked the Chairman on what 
Amendment this very important ques- 
tion might be raised. It was the crux of 


the Bill. 
*THeE CHAIRMAN : There are several. 


There is one standing in the name of 
one of the hon. Members for Monmouth- 
shire. There are also many others. 


Sir JOSEPH LEESE (Lancashire, Ac- 
crington) asked if that was not limited 
to the control of the expenditure. 


*Tue CHAIRMAN: This is not a 
question for me to answer. All I have 
to decide is whether the discussion is 
relevant to the Amendment now before 
the Committee. 
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this question entirely from the point of 
view of administration and education. 


He felt confident, at all events, that in 


Wales, if the County Councils were 
allowed to have power to negotiate with 
the managers of voluntary schools, there 
would be little or no difticulty, and in a 
very short time terms which, would be 
satisfactory to those who wished to see 
complete popular control, and also to 
those who desired to retain control over 
denominational schools, could be arranged 
so as to secure the cordial co-operation 
of those bodies. He was confident that 
if negotiations between the County 
Councils and the managers of voluntary 
schools were allowed, within a very short 
time they would come to such an 
arrangement as he had suggested. The 
idea that Christianity in Wales was in 
any jeopardy was absurd. 


(1.45.) Question put. 





Mr. HUMPH REYS-OWEN (Mont- 


gomeryshire) said he wished to deal with | 


Agg-Gardner, James T'ynte 
Aird, Sir John 

Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, Jobn Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balearres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 

salfour, kt. Hn. A. J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, RtHnGerald W (Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R.(Christch. 
Barry, Sir Francis T. (Windsor) 
Bathurst, Hon Allen Benjamin 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C,. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
signold, Arthur 

Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boscawen, Arthur Griftith- 
Bowles, Capt. H. F. (Middlesex 
Bowles, T.Gibson (King’s Lynn 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. Jolin 
brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Brown, AlexanderH.(Shropsh. 
Campbell, RtHn J. A. (Glasgow 
Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W. (Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 


Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J.(Birm. | 


Chamberlain, RtHnJ. A(W’re’r 


Noes, 86. 


AYES. 


Chamberlayne, T. (S’thampton 
Chapman, Edward 

| Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Clive, Captain Perey A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 

| Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow 


Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge | 


Cranborne, Viscount 
Crossley, Sir Savile 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dorington, Kt. Ha. Sir John E. 
Doughty, George 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Fardell, Sir T. George 

| Fellowes,Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald,Sir Robert Penrose- 
Fitzroy, Hon Edward Algernon 
Flower, Ernest 
Forster, Henry William 
Foster, PhilipS.(Warwick,S.W 
Gardner, Ernest 
Gartit, William 
Godson, SirAugustus Frederick 
Gordon,Maj Evans- (T’r H’mlts 


The Committee divided: Ayes, 198 ; 
(Division List No. 391.) (2.0.) 


Greene, SirEW(B’rySEdm’nds 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Groves, James Grimble 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hamilton, Rt HnLordG(Midd’x 
Hanbury, Rt. Hn, Robert Wm. 
Hardy, Laurence( Kent, Ashf rd 


| Harris, Frederick Leverton 


Haslam, Sir Alfred 8S. 
Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 


| Healy, Timothy Michael 


Heath, Arthur Howard(Hanley 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 
Higginbottom, S. W. 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset, E 
Hope, J.F.(Shettield Brightside 
Horner, Frederick William 
Hozier, Hon. JamesHenryCecil 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred. 
Jessel,Captain Herbert Merton 
Kemp, George 

Kenyon, Hon. Geo. T. (Denbigh 
Law, Andrew Bonar, (Glasgow 
Lawrence, Sir Joseph(Monm’th 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lee, ArthurH. (Hants. , Fareham 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh- Bennett, Henry Currie 


| Llewellyn, Evan Henry 


Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 


Gorst, Rt. Hon. SirJohn Eldon | Long,Col.CharlesW.(Evesham 


Goulding, Edward Alfred 
| Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 


| 
| 
} 


Long,Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,s. 
Lowe, Francis William 
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Lowther, Rt. Hon. James (Kent 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, ReginaldJ. (Portsmouth 
Macartney. Rt HnW.G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maenamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Iver.Sir Lewis( Edinburgh W 
Manners, Lord Cecil 

Milvain, Thomas 

Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Montagu, Hon..J.Seott (Hants) 
Mooney, John J. 

More, Robt. Jasper(Shropsbire 
Morgan, David J(Walthamst’w 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, RtHn. A.Graham(Bute 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Pease, Herbert Pike(Darlingt’n 
Pemberton, John S. G. 

Perey, Kar] 
Pilkington, Lieut. -Col. Richard 
Vilnmmer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 


Allan, Sir William (Gateshead | 
Allen, CharlesP.(Glouc.,Stroud | 
Barlow, John Emmott 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) | 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. | 
Brigg, John | 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson | 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caine, se Sproston 
Caldwell, James 

Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Craig, Robert Hunter 
Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Edwards, Frank 

Ellis, John Edward 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fenwick, Charles 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co. | 
Fowler, Rt. _ Sir Henry 
Fuller, J. M. 

Gladstone, Rt, lin. HerbertJohn | 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 


(2.30.) Mr. JAMES HOPE (Sheitield, 
Brightside) moved an Amendment pro- 
viding that the local education authority 
“without financial discrimination | | argue that every school indiscriminately 


shall, 


| M‘Kenna, 


| Moulton, 
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Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 
Pym, C. Guy 
Randles, John 8. 
Rankin, Sir James 
Rasch, Major Frederic 
Ratcliff, R. F. 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
tidley,S 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. | 
Rolleston, Sir John F. 
Ropner, Colonel stg 
Rothschild, Hn. Lionel Walter 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John 
Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Seneaed, Harry 8S. (Limehonse) 
Seely, Maj.J.E.B. (Isleof Wight 
Seton-Karr, Henry 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart, M. H. (Renfrew 
Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East) 
Smith, H.C(North’mbTyneside 
Smith, 
Smith, Hon. W. 
Spear, John Ward 
Spencer, Sir Kh. (W. 


Carne 


Bromwich) 


S. Forde(BethnalGreen | 


rr 


: 





| 


James Parker(Lanarks. | 
FE. D. (Strand) | 


Stanley, Edward Jas. (Somerset 


Stanley, Lord (Lanes.) 


NOES. 


Grant, Corrie 
Grey, Rt. Hon. Sir E. (Berwick 


| Hareourt,Rt. Hon. Sir William 


Hardie..J. Keir(MerthyrTydvil 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 


| Hayter,Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 


Helme, Norval Watson 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jones, David Brynmor(Sw nsea 
Kinloch, SirJohn George Smith 
Kitson, Sir James 

Langley, Batty 

Lay land-Barratt, Francis 
Leese.SirJoseph F.( Accrington 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Logan, John William 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
Reginald 

M‘Laren, SirCharles Benjamin 
Mather, Sir William 

John Fletcher 
Newnes, Sir George 

Philipps, Jolin Wynford 

Pirie, Dunean V. 


Bill. 


Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Stroyan, John 

Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Valentia, Viscount 

Walker, Col. William Hall 
Walrond, _ Hn. Sir Wm. H. 
| Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warde, Colonel C. 

Warr, Augustus F rederick 
Welby,Lt.-Col.A.C.E.(Taunt’n 
| Welby, SirCharlesG. E. (Notts. 
Wharton, Rt. Hn. John Lloyd 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (Yorks. 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Wyndham-Quin, Major W.H. 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
Younger, William 

Yoxall, James Henry 
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TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hood and Mr. Anstruther. 


tea, Russell 9 ~ 

Reid, Sir R. Threshie( Dumfries 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Roe, Sir Thomas 
Schwann, Charles E. 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair. John (Forfarshire) 
Sloan, Thomas Henry 
Spencer, Rt Hn.C. R( Northants 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E.) 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E. 
Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R.) 
Toulmin, George 

Wallace, Robert 
Walton,.JohnLawson(Leeds,S. 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, Engene 

White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 


TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 
Mr, Alfred Hutton and 
Mr. Trevleyan. 


and keep efficient all publie elementary 
| schools within their area under 
| specified conditions. 


certain 
He did not mean to 


between schools provided by themselves | should be treated alike, for he could con- 


and schools not so provided,” 


maintain 


ceive cases in which the cost of living in 
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certain places might cause the salaries of 
teachers not to be so high as in schools 
elsewhere, and cases where the record of 
the schools was one of inefficiency. The 
3ill had been advocated, and indeed had 
also been attacked, on the ground that it 
would bring up voluntary schools taken 
over by the local authority to the same 
level, and would give them the same 
financial support, as the schools provided 
out of the rates. If the intention was to 
be carried out, this section was the proper 
place in which to carry it out. He sub- 
mitted, however, that the words of the 
section did not sufficiently carry it out. 
The section said that the local authority 
was to maintain the schools in efliciency, 
but did not say it was to keep all schools 
on a like level of efficiency. He did not 
propose by his Amendment that there 
should be absolutely no discrimination. 
What he proposed was that no set of 
schools should be less adequately supported 
than others because they had not been 
provided out of the rates—in fact that, 
given the necessary condition of efficiency, 
all schools should have equal treatment. 
What he feared was that in some cases— 
no doubt rare cases—the local authority 
might say: “ We are compelled to take 
these schools over, but we will not pay 
them more than up to the present they 
have already cost.” The Education Depart- 
ment might say: “You are not maintaining 
these schools in a state of etticiency,” but 
in that case the local authority might 
answer : “ These schools you have hitherto 
admitted to be efficient. Why, then, do 
you require more of us than you have 


done yourselves | 


Amendment proposed 
“In page 3, line 4, after ‘shall, to insert 
‘without discriminating schools provided by 


themselves and schools not so provided.’ ’ 
(Mr. James Hope.) 


(Question proposed, “That those words 
be there inserted.” 


*THe SECRETARY or Tur BOARD 
oF EDUCATION (Sir WILLIAM ANSON, 
Oxford University) said he hoped that 
his hon. friend would not press the 
Amendment. His hon. friend suggested 
that the local education authority might 
not deal fairly with all the schools with- 
in the area; but they were bound by 
the Bill to maintain the efficiency of all 
public elementary schools. They had, 
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through their powers of direction, 
complete control of secular instrue- 
tion. Therefore, if the local authority 
was disposed to be unfair to a school, he 
did not see how far any words which 
could be inserted in the Bill could make 
them act fairly. Personally, he should be 
sorry to suggest by any words in the 
Bill that this Committee contemplated 
such an unfair discrimination between 
one school and another as that which 
the hon. Member seemed to consider 
possible, and he would be very unwilling 
to cast such a slur on the local authori- 
ties. They had the duty thrown on 
them to maintain the schools in a state 
of efficiency, satisfactory to the Board 
of Education, and if they said that, in 
their opinion, this standard of efticiency 
would be sufficient for one district, and 
that another and higher degree of 
efficiency was suitable to another district, 
the Board of Education could not 
intervene. 


Mr. ALFRED HUTTON — thought 
the suggestion of the hon. Member was 
very significant. The object of the 
Amendment was to prevent the educa- 
tional authority from exercising any 
financial control. The answer of the 
Secretary to the Board of Education was 
that the Department had no means of 
compelling an authority to treat all its 
schools equally, and that if they chose to 
make any difference between their schools 
the Department had no power to prevent 
them. It was therefore necessary for 
the Committee to know how far the 
power to make the educational authority 
treat all its schools fairly lay with the 
Department. It would be necessary to 
know whether it was possible under this 
Clause for the County Councils to exer- 
cise the control given to them. 


*Mr. ERNEST GRAY (West Ham, N.) 
said that this wasa matter which he had 
had in his mind for some time, but he had 
always gathered that the point was fully 
met by sub-Section 2 of the Clause, which 
provided that, if any question arose 
between the school management and 
the education authority, it should be 
decided by the Board of Education. He 
took it that if the county authority re- 
fused to accept the decision of the Board 


of Education with regard to a dispute, the 
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Board could refuse the grant on account 
of any particular school. Because it 
must be borne in mind that no grants 
would go to the managers direct—they 
were to be paid to the County Authority. 
Another point to which he would draw 
attention was that this subject was fre- 
quently discussed, asthough the efficiency 
which had to be secured were merely 
the efficiency of instruction. If hon. 
Members were doubtful as to the opera- 
tion of the Clause, they should turn to 
the definitions in the Day School Code 
with regard to efficiency, and they would 
find that it meant much more than the 
character of the instruction in the 
school. If the efficiency was merely 
efficiency in instruction, things could go 
on in the old way, but it was not so, 
and some discrimination would be 
necessary in detail. The Board had to 
be satisfied that the conditions were 
themselves satisfactory and efficient, and 
this condition could not be complied 
with unless the various classes of schools 
were properly financed by the local 
authority. The fear raised, therefore, 
by the Amendment was unfounded. 
Nothing in the Bill removed the control 
of the Board of Education from these 
schools. ‘The Board’s power to withhold 
the grant would be a sufficient check 
upon failure. 


Sir EDWARD GREY (Northumber- 
land, Berwick) said that, if the hon. 
Member who had just sat down was 
right in his interpretation of sub- 
Section 2, this Amendment was un- 
necessary. but in the summer the 
Prime Minister said that that sub-Section 
merely meant that, if the dispute between 
the managers and the local authority 
related to a question of secular education, 
the Board of Education would not over- 
rule the local education authority. That 
was a much narrower interpretation. 
He thought, therefore, that if there was 
any misconception it was desirable that 
it should be cleared up at once. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE expressed the 
opinion that it was only right that the 
matter should be cleared up now, because 
it must have a bearing on every Amend- 
ment on this Clause. The hon. Member 
for North West Ham was the unofticial 
interpreter of the Bill on behalf of the 


Mr. Ernest Gray. 
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Government. Would they accept the 
gospel of the hon. Member for North West 
Ham‘ ‘This was a very serious matter. 
What did it mean ? Not that they had 
more control than they thought, but less, 
According to the hon. Member for North 
West Ham they could not discriminate at 
all because of sub-Nection 2. What did that 
mean? The managers of the denomina 
tional schools might say that this year 
they want £350 more, that their expenses 
were so and so; when they run up 
bills for that, could the central 
authority then say, “ We cannot pay it. 
You are spending too much, your salaries 
are too high or your staff is too big,” 
and then say “ you are running up too 
big a bill?” In that case the school 
managers might say: ‘ You are discrim- 
inating between school and school,” and 
they would go to the clerk in the Educa- 
tion Department who wrote in the 
names of “ My Lords of the Educational 
Department,” and that particular clerk 
would overrule the supreme control. 
He would rather see the Amendment 
carried. 
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THe ATTORNEY-GENERAL (Sir 
Rovert Fintay, Inverness Burghs) said 
that the Bill was perfectly clear. It was 
theduty of the localedication authorityto 
maintain all schools alike, and, therefore, 
any words forbidding discrimination were 
unnecessary. If discrimination were at- 
tempted the remedy was provided under 
Section 11, which said that if the local 
authority failed to fulfil any of its duties 
the Board of Education should hold a 
public inquiry and make an order, which 
was to be entorced by mandamus. 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT said they 
were back again on the mandamus. The 
real working power of the Bill was mun- 
damus, although the Committee had been 
told the County Councils were to be 
independent, and to have absolute con- 
trol. He had himself called attention to 
sub-Section 2, upon which the hon, Mem- 
ber for North West Ham relied altogether 
to bring about this reform. The supreme 
power in this matter was not the County 
Council nor the educational authority, 


‘but the hon. Member the Secretary of 


| 


the Board of Education, who sat opposite. 
The hon. Gentleman was a man of strong 
opinions, but if it was supposed that this 
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was a satisfactory solution of the ques- 
tion of education when a question arose 
between the County Councils and the 
school managers, he was quite certain 
that that would be found to be a mis- 
take: there would be a sentiment that 
the school managers were in the right. 
They had been told that this was a 
matter of decentralisation, and that if 
they chose to refrain from doing what 
they were ordered to do, the education 
authority had no power to compel them 
to do it, exeept by the operation of Clause 
11, to which the Attorney-General had 
heen good enough to eall attention. What 
were they to do, supposing that the 
educational authority gave a direction to 
the managers te do something, and the 
managers failed or refused to do it? 
The Board of Education had to call them 
to account, and they were to hold a 
public inquiry into the conduct of the 
County Couneil ; a public inquiry before 
acriminal authority. The educational 
authority was to be brought by the 
denominational managers before — the 
Board of Edueation in London, and the 
Board of Education would conduct the 
business and be the prosecutor of the 
County Council, the education authority, 
amd were to make such an order as they 
thought necessary or proper for the pur- 
pose of compelling the educational autho- 
rity to tulfil their duty. Then came the 
Who were they going to 
The Parliamentary Grant 
came through the Board of Edueation, 
which was therefore the only body which 
was in # position of independence. — If 
the Board of Education determined 
against the educational authority, and in 
favour of the denominational managers, 
the educational authority had no remedy 
at all, and it would continue to get the 
grant, though the school be conducted 
contrary to its direction. 


? 
Wands, 


mandajiis } 


(3.0.) Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, 
Mid.) said there appeared to exist on the 
other side the idea that after the Bill 
became law there would be two classes 
of schools, voluntary and Board. That 
was a complete misapprehension. There 
would be but one class of schools, and 
the local authority would be responsible 
for them. Of those schools, some would 
meet in buildings belonging to the local 
authority, and others in buildings belong 


ing to the present voluntary school 
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owners. But the school itself, and every 
thing pertaining to it, would belong to 
the ratepayers, and the ratepayers alone. 
It was just the same as with a man’s 
horse. Whether a man put his horse in 
his own stable or into a stable belonging to 
someone else, and paid a rent for the use 
of the stable, it made no difference as to 
the ownershipof the horse. In this case, 
whether the school was in its own build- 
ings, or in buildings for which a rent 
was paid, would make no difference, and 
it was a complete fallacy to suppose that 
schools would be voluntary schools as 
they were at present. 


Mr. JAMES HOPE said he was not 
entirely satisfied with what had fallen 
from the Secretary to the Board of Edu- 
cation, and he hoped that between now 
and the Report stage he would look 
further into the matter. For the 
moment, he would ask leave to withdraw 
his Amendment. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean) said the Amendment 
only brought out the madness of trying 
to rate a community like this towards 
the support of Roman Catholic, of Church 
of England, or of any schools which were 
thoroughly tarred bythe denominational 
brush. The thing was impossible ; there was 
certain to be resistance and discrimination. 
Could any man believe that with public 


opinion excited as it was in certain 
districts, or in towns where _ religious 


animosity was as strong almost as in 
Belfast itself, it would be possible to 
obtain local authorities so free from 
prejudice that there would be no discrim- 
ination? That, however, was not an 
argument in favour of the present 
Amendment ; it was anargument against 
the whole scheme of the Bill. Those who 
had had anything to do with the working 
of the machinery of mendumus knew that 
it was totally inapplicable to circumstances 
of the kind that would here arise. It wasa 
cumbersome and difficult machinery to 
work even wheu only a single issue was 
at stake, as in the vaccination question, 
but here the remedy would be perfectly 
futile. 


*Sirn FRANCIS POWELL was surprised 
at the observations of hon. Members with 
regard to mandamus. It appeared to be 
entirely forgotten that under the Act of 


G 
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1870 the central authority had summary 
power over a School Board in default. 
Under that Act there existed a far more 
drastic remedy than that now proposed. 


Mr. WALLACE (Perth) said his only 
objection to the procedure was that in 
this case it would not work, whereas the 
existing remedy, though it might be 
drastic, was certainly efficient. They 
could mandamus a man to do one 
particular act, but they could not 
mandamus a corporation, such as would 
be here involved, to perform their duty 
at large. 





Amendment by leave withdrawn. 


Mr. M‘KENNA moved to provide that 
the local education authority should “have 
sole control over the expenditure of all 
money publicly provided.” His Amend- 
ment, he said, was intended to raise one 
aspect of the question of the relations 
between the local education authority and 
the managers. He contended that the 
Bill, as it now stood, allowed the volun- 
tarv school managers to incur unlimited 
liabilities as to teachers’ salaries and 
equipment, and that all they would have 
to do would be to send in the bill, not to 
voluntary subscribers as of old, but to the 
local education authority. It was clearly 
implied by Clause 7 that the denomi- 
national managers would correspond with 
the old voluntary school managers, and, if 
so, their powers would include an un- 
limited right of spending money, and the 
only check would be by audit after the 
money had been spent. Under the present 
Clause the local education authority, 
which was bound to maintain the school, 
would have to pay the bills which these 
managers sent them, provided they had 
acted within the law. If that were the 
proper interpretation of the Clause it 
needed amendment. [Mr. BaLrocr: 
“Hear, hear.”| There was nothing to 
limit the amount of money to be 
spent, and the local education authority 
could only be said to hold the purse- 
strings in the same way that the Boards 
of Guardians held them over the School 
Boards at present, by audit. That meant 
that, provided the voluntary school 
managers had acted within the law, 
although, perhaps, not wisely or with 
discretion, their accounts would have to 
be passed. Who, then, was guilty of 
misrepresentation as to the terms of the 


Sir Francis Powell, 
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Bill? And was it not right to say that 
the Bill gave power to spend taxation 
without any effective control? Under 
these circumstances he had introduced 
this Amendment, which gave to the local 
education authority complete control over 
the expenditure of all money publicly 
provided. 


Amendment proposed— 

In page 3, line 4, after, “shall” to insert 
“have sole control over the expenditure of 
all money publicly provided, and shall”-—J/;. 
M‘ Kenna. 


Question proposed, ** That those words 
be there inserted.”’ 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said that when 
the hon. Gentleman said that the Bill 
practically gave to the managers of 
voluntary schools the same power of 
drawing on the rates of their district as 
was now possessed by Board Schools, 
that surely was a very extravagant pro- 
position not justified by any specific 
provision in the Bill, and absolutely 
contradictory of that broad principle 
that was laid down in Clause 3—that 
secular education should be completely 
under the control of the education 
authority. But while he did not think 
the hon. Gentleman had been right in 
his interpretation of the Bill, and he was 
ready to admit that on that there might 
he disputes, there could be no dispute 
whatever as to the policy of the Govern- 
ment. From the day on which he 
introduced the Bill, and on every con- 
venient occasion until the speech 
he had made at Manchester, he had 
always stated that the object cf the 
Government was to make the control 
of secular education by the education 
authority complete. It stood to reason 
thatif the voluntary school managers were 
to be able to dip into the public purse 
without any control except such as the 
audit provided, the intention and policy 
of the Government, declared over and 
over again, would be utterly defeated. 
He had said at Manchester, what, of 
course, he could not with propriety have 
said in introducing the Bill, that the 
Government would welcome any modifi- 
cation of Clause 8 which would make 
this control of secular education more 


obvious and more complete; and he was 


not at all sure, while he differed from 
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the hon. Gentleman in his interpretation 
of the Bill, that he was not so tar right 
—he thought he was right, that it would 
be desirable to make it quite clear, on 
the very face of this Clause, that the 
financial control as far as secular educa- 
tion was concerned was and ought to 
be in the hands of the body which levied 
the rate; that was the body which 
ought to have control. Therefore he 
was only doing what he thought the 
Committee would desire, and what he 
had indicated at Manchester, when he 
sid that as far as the principle of the 
hon. Gentleman’s Amendment was con- 
cerned he was in sympathy with it. He 
thought, however, that this was not the 
proper place for the Amendment. If the 
hon. Gentleman would look at the 
Amendment of his hon. friend the 
Member for the Wellington Division of 
Shropshire— 

“line 6, after ‘necessary,’ insert ‘and have 
ontrol of all expenditure required for that 
purpose other than expenditure for which, 
wider this Act, provision is to be made by the 
Managers, 
he would see, he thought, that by that 
his object would be completely carried 
out, and in a manner more harmonious 
with the general drafting of the Bill. 
fhe Amendment he referred to was 
more harmonious with the general 
lratting of the Bill, and if the hon. 
Gentleman would assure the Govern- 
ment that he would accept that Amend- 
ment he would recommend that course 
to the Committee. 


(3.50.) Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT 
said this brought them to the diserimina- 
tion between secular expenditure and 
lenominational expenditure, and _ he 
would like to know how that discrimina- 
tion was to take place. The Amendment 
to which the right hon. Gentleman had 
referred declared that the education 
thority was to have control over— 

‘* All expenditure required for that purpose 
ther than expenditure for which under this 
Act provision is to be made by the managers.” 
He did not understand what that ex- 
penditure was. Was it distinct from the 


general expenditure on the schools? He 
hoped that he might now be allowed to 
go into the matter of what was the 
province of the managers and what the 
majority were to do with reference to. 


Were they to have any | 


the schools. 
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functions whatever after they had ap- 
pointed a denominational master ! Were 
they to interfere with the management 
at all? In this Amendment there was 
provision for certain expenditure by the 
managers. What wasthat expenditure ! 


Stir ROBERT FINLAY: For repairs 
of buildings. 


Sim WILLIAM HARCOURT said he 
was arriving exactly at what he wanted. 
They now knew that the four managers 
had no functions with reference to these 
schools except the repair of the buildings. 
He was much obliged to the Attorney- 
General for throwing more light upon 
this point than they had hitherto had. 


Str ROBERTFINLAY: No,no. Weare 
dealing only with expenditure at present. 
I say that the expenditure they will 
provide is in reference to buildings. 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT said that 
then it was important to know what 
would be their functions besides those 
in reference to buildings. The Clause 
was entirely defective in this matter of 
expenditure and in not defining the 
office of the managers. The whole 
question turned upon what the managers 
were to do and what they were not to 
do. Ile understood that the managers 
had to have control of everything that 
cost money. They ought to have a 
clause in some form or other defining the 
duties of the managers. They ought to 
be told what relation they bore to the 
old managers created under the Act of 
1870. There was no clear definition of 
this point in the Bill, and until they got 
that clear distinction made they could 
not arrive at a conclusion as to what 
would be the character of the control of 
the education authority. They were 
told that the managers would not have 
authority to give any order which led to 
expenditure except in regard to bricks 
and mortar, and he hoped that in regard 
to that expenditure, at all events, the 
Archbishop of Canterbury was not an 
absolute interpreter of the Bill, because 


he had told them that, though it was not 


quite settled yet, the voluntary managers 
would not spend any money upon the 
schools except upon very large alterations 


G2 
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in special circumstances, and, therefore, 
that there need be noannual subscription 
for the repairs of the schools. 


Mr. ALENANDER BROWN (Shrop- 
shire, Welling on) said the Amendment 
standing in his name made clear what had 
been the intention of the Bill all through 
in this matter. What the ratepayers 
were asked to pay for under the Bill 
would be under the control of the 
education authority. 


Mr. BRYCE said he should like to ask 
one question with regard to the salary 
of the teachers, which would be the most 
important element of expenditure. Did 
they understand that whenever a teacher 
had to be appointed the managers would 
have to go to the local authority and 
obtain sanction to fix that salary at a 
certain figure, or would the managers 
be able, before they consulted the local 
authority, to advertise for a teacher at 
a certain salary? He should like to be 
informed whether there was any expendi 
ture whatever which the managers could 
incur upon their own responsibility 
without referring to the local authority. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said hehad indeed 
spoken in vain if he had not made it 
quite clear to the Committee on the 
many oceasions on which he had ad- 
dressed it that. according to his view, the 
staffing of the schools and the payment 
of the teachers’ salaries were all matters 
within the determination of the local 
authority. When he had talked in the 
House and in the country of secular 
education being under popular control, 
he had always meant what he said. It 
appeared to him that the determination 
of the staff and the salaries of the teachers 
inthe various schools was perhaps the 
most important subject with which the 
education authority would have to deal. 


Lord HUGH CECIL suggested 
that the word “appropriation” was 
wanted either instead of, or in addition 
to, the word “control.” They wanted 
the idea that the local authority should 
appropriate particular funds to particular 
expenditure. This was a technical ex- 
pression which he thought, if introduced, 
would meet the case. 


Sir William Harcourt. 


{COMMONS} 
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Mr. M‘KENNA said that if he could 


insert the word “ sole ” before ‘‘ control,” 
he would be glad to accept the Amend- 
ment. If it were also possible to insert 
the word “appropriation,” he would be 
glad to accept that. 


Lorp HUGH CECIL thought the term 
“sole control’ might interfere with the 
central control of the Board of Edueation, 


Mr. MKENNA did not think that 
would affect the “ He sugested 
the word ‘* sole” and, if possible, the 
word “ appropriation ”’ also. 


sole. és 


*Mr. ERNEST GRAY drew attention to 
the words “publicly provided,” and 
asked whether money would be regarded 
as “publicly provided ” in cases where 
the schools were supported by a volun- 
tary rate. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he did not 
want any misunderstanding. He per- 
sonally saw no objection to the word 
‘sole.’ but he would not like to pledge 
himself to it. 


Mr. M‘KENNA said he would reserve 
to himself the right to move the word 
‘sole’ when the time came. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


*THe CHAIRMAN: The first of the 
two Amendments standing in the name 
of the hon. Member for Rugby is out of 
order, because that question has already 
been disposed of by Clause 6. The second 
Amendment standing in the hon. Mem- 
ber’s name is in order. 


*(3.50.) Mr. CORRIE GRANT moved 
the insertion, in the first sentence of the 
Clause providing that the local authority 
shall maintain and keep etticient all 
public elementary schools in its area, of 
the words “ as hereinafter defined ” after 
the words * keep efficient.” His subse- 
quent Amendment was as follows— 

The term “keep efficient ” shall beinterpreted 
to mean “keep efticient to the satisfaction of 
the Board of Education.” In determining the 
standard of etticiency the Board of Education 
shall take into consideration — 

(a) The importance of securing in all schools 

a continuously progressive development of 
the educational system and methods ; 
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(b) The structural suitability of the build- 
ings for educational purposes ; 

(c) The opportunities atforded by the local 
elucation authority and the managers of 
the school for the healthy recreation of 
the children attending it. 


Those were the three main points which 
he thought the House would agree it was 
most desirable that the Board of Eduea- 
tion should insist upon maintaining from 
year to year (no matter what Party hap- 
pened to be in power) in dealing with 
the administration of public elementary 
schools. There was not enough defini- 
tion in this Bill. for they had already 
had conflicting interpretations of this 
measure, and therefore he hoped that 
the Prime Minister would endeavour to 
make this Bill better than most measures 
in this respect, so that those who had to 
administer it would be able to do so 
without taking so many legal opinions. 
He hoped they would sueceed in putting 
into the Bill some clear definition of the 
words ‘“ keep efficient.” He was aiming 
by his Amendment to put in a definition 
to which every one who cared about 
education at all should be able to agree. 
The Board of Edueation, first of all, had 
to determine the standard of efficiency. 
That was the duty of the Board of Edu- 
cation now. One difficulty they experi- 
enced now was that they had to collect 
from a series of documents exactly what 
was the view of the Board of Education 
as regarded efficiency in education. The 
Cockerton judgment pointed out one 
ease in which the Board of Education 
had not always had a clear and definite 
idea of what could be done under the 
Act. He wished to put the definition 
he had suggested on record for the 
guidance of those who would have to 
carry out the new Education Act. 
The structural suitability of the build- 
ings for educational purposes had become 
under this Bill a most important matter. 
Any one who visited the schvols in the 
rural districts must know that, however 
good they were when they were first 
built, many of them could not now be 
said to be suitable in many respects. 
There had been great carelessness in the 
provision of light, and many of the 
schools seemed to have been constructed 
so asto prevent them getting satisfactory 
light. Those connected with the 
management of schools must be aware 
that within the last twenty-five or 
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thirty years progress in school buildings 
had been probably greater than in any 
other class of buildings. Many of the 
schools which passed muster in 1870 
and 1880 were now only permitted 
because to interfere with them would 
deprive the locality of having any school 
at all. With regard to the healthy re- 
creation of tle children, no one could 
deny that opportunities for such reerea- 
tion were absolutely necessary if the 
school work was to be efficiently done, and 
this was a matter which had been very 
much lost sight of in the schools built 
many years ago. A very great effort 
had been made recently to provide for 
the recreation of the children, but a 
great deal more might be done if the 
matter was kept persistently under the 
attention of the authorities. 


Amendment proposed — 

In page 3, line 5, after the word “ efficient,” 
to insert the words “as hereinafter detined.’’- 
(Ur. Corrie Grant.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said that he 
did not think the words of the Amend- 
ment were very appropriate to insert in 
an Act of Parliament. He thought hon. 
Gentlemen would feel that it was im- 
possible to go beyond the word “efficient” 
as defined from time to time by the 
Board of Edueation. This had been the 
practice hitherto. The word “ efticient ” 
occurred already in our statutes, and 
* etticiency ” was defined by the Board of 
Edueation. In his opinion, the word was 
rightly defined in this way, and not by 
statutory definition, because the require- 
ments of education had in our time varied 
greatly. We had no reason to believe we 
had reached perfection, even in theory, 
and he was not sure that any common- 
places laid down in an Act of Parliament 
would help the Board of Education in the 
future in dealing with this point. 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT said he 
did not understand the statement that 
under this Bill the judge of etticiency 
would be the Board of Education. The 
Government were imposing upon the 
local education authority the obligation 
of keeping all the schools efficient, but 
that etticiency was not to be judged by 
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them. Under these circumstances the 
only real authority appeared to him to be 
the Board of Education in London. 
Therefore the statement that this Bill 
created an authority which they trusted 
was entirely unfounded. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said that of 
course the Board must lay down a certain 
standard before paying a grant to the 
local authority, and that standard was the 
standard of etticieney. 


(4.0.) Str WILLIAM HARCOURT 
said that the manner in which this Bill 
had been drawn left them absolutely in 
the dark as to the nature of the control 
which the local authority was to have. 
Now they were told that it was not to 
have control of the detinition of efficiency. 
These local bodies could say : “If we are 
to have etticiency detined not by ourselves 
but by the Board of Education, then we 
decline to have anything to do with it.” 
They had been told by the Secretary for 
Education that one of the great merits of 
this Bill was that the local bodies would 
be able to set up different standards 
of education in different communities. 
After what they had heard, he should 
like to know what became of the doctrine 
laid down by the First Lord of the Trea- 
sury that a standard was to be set up 
by the Board of Edueation for all parts 
of the country alike: because the right 
hon. Gentleman had stated distinctly 
that he was not merely as good a judge 
of what was wanted educationally in 
Bradford as the people of Bradford. All 
he could say was that when it became 
known throughout the country that the 
local authorities were to have a standard 
of efticiency settled for them, they would 
resent that they should not be recog- 
nised as the best judges of the character 
of the education to be given in their 
locality. The Board of Education, he 
maintained, had proved by their record 
in the past to be the worst possible 
judges of what was a good edueation. 
The condition of the voluntary schools 
in the country was proof of that. He 
remembered a Minister of Education, Mr. 
Acland, who had tried to do something 
for the voluntary schools, but who was 
laughed at in this House for his pro- 
jected reforms. The Board of Education 
had never compelled the managers of the 
voluntary schools to make them efficient. 

Sir WVilliam Harcourt. 
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When they attempted to do so, they were 
always met with the most determined 
opposition of the managers, and one of 
the reasons why, in his opinion, this 
Amendment should be pressed was be. 
cause the security for efticiency proposed 
in the Bill seemed to him most futile. 


Sir JOHN GORST (Cambridge Univer- 
sity) said it might not seem strange that 
a representative of the recent Board of 
Education should intervene for a moment 
to correct what had been said in the 
course of the debate. He had never 
stated that there was to be a 
different standard of education in different 
parts of the country. What he had said 
was that there would be different kinds of 
education according to the necessities of 
thedistrict. It was a recommendation— 
and a very great recommendation—ot 
this Bill that the local authorities having 
charge of education in various parts of 
the country would be able to give that 
kind of education which was required in 
those particular parts of the country. 
With regard to etticiency, the duty of 
maintaining it had, in recent years, been 
thrown upon the Board of Education. 
The Board were entrusted with the 
expenditure of many millions of money, 
and they would have committed a breach 
of their national duty if they did not see 
that the schools were reasonably efficient 
before paying over the money. No 
doubt there were many schools in the 
country in which the efficiency was 
capable of improvement, but there had 
been no case where the Board ot Educa- 
tion had ever paid, except as temporary 
grants, a grant to a school which was 
believed to be, and found by the in- 
spectors to be, inefficient. He thought 
the right hon. Gentleman had advanced 
propositions which were not capable of 
proof, and had certainly attributed to 


him statements which he had never 
made. 
Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said that one 


advantage the House had derived from 
the altered geographical position of the 
right hon. Gentleman was that, for the 
first time in the past ten years, he had 
been able to perform the functions of a 
Minister of Education. [Cries of ‘ Ob, 
oh,” and ‘* Withdraw.”| He meant in 
this House. {Renewed cries of “Oh, oh,” 
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and “ Withdraw.”| If he had said any- 
thing offensive to the right hon. Gentle- 
man he would certainly withdraw. 
What he meant was that the right hon. 
Gentleman had not had that freedom to 


express his opinions as the Minister of | 


Education which they thought he ought 
to have had. 
had said that the grants had been with- 
drawn from voluntary schools which were 
regarded as efficient. He put it to the 
right hon. Gentleman—Did he mean to 
say that the grants had been withdrawn 
from every school which was unfit, 


badly ventilated, and ill-equipped? They | 


knew perfectly well that there were 
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The right hon. Gentleman | 


| 


| 


thousands of schools in this country in | 


that condition to which grants had been 
made. He did not know whether the 
inspectors failed to report the condition 
of these schools. or whether there was 
some reason why they did not so report. 
One result of the Bill would — be 
that something like two or three 
millions of money would be spent on 
education in the voluntary schools if the 
Act were put in operation; but there 
was nothing in the Bill to induce the 
local anthorities to improve the education 
throughout their districts, and that was a 
justification for his hon. friend to move 
his Amendment, whieh called upon these 


local authorities to improve the buildings | 
of the voluntary schools, some of which | 


were not fit for little children to 
imprisoned in, in pens, each and every 
day of their lives. The condition of 
many of these schools depressed the 
energies of the children, ruined their 
vitality, and sowed the seeds of disease. 
When they were voting more money for 
these voluntary schools they ought to 


what Was an improved system ot educa- 
tion. The Prime Minister had given too 
many promises, and had put them in his 


be | 


Pill. 


Sm WILLIAM ANSON : Sub-Section 
(7) in Clause 8. 
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Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said that that 
sub-Section simply declared what burdens 
should fall upon the managers of the 
school ; it did not say that the managers 
should repair the schools, and should 
keep them in good repair. The inter- 
pretation of the Archbishop of Canter- 
bury was—(Cries of “Read the Bill”| 
Let him complete his sentence. If 
necessary he would read the Bill after- 
wards —the interpretation of the 
Primate was that that was a thing of 
such little’ importance that it would 
not be necessary to call upon the sub- 
scribers for money except once in ten 
years or so. The sub-Section of Clause 
said— 

‘*The managers of the school shall. out of 
funds provided by them, keep the school house 
in good repair, and make such alterations and 
improvements in the building as may be reason- 
ably required by the local education authority.” 


What was that but simply a power which 
they had at the present moment, and 
which had not been exercised, and under 
which there were thousands of absolutely 
inetticient schools. Let them make it a 
condition that efticiency was interpreted 
in such a way that the little children 
should not be driven into insanitary 
buildings to the prejudice of their health. 


Lorp EDMUND FITZMAURICE 
(Wiltshire, Cricklade) said he was very 
glad that this Amendment had been moved, 


since it had led to an exceedingly useful 


discussion. He would not say anything 


| against the administration of the County 
; : : ¢ | Councils, because he was a member of one 
have an interpretation in the Bill as to | 


perorations. What was wanted was 
something more than perorations. It was | 


the right hon. Gentleman's 
should be interpreted in 


time that 
perorations 
something like the manner in which his 
hon. friend had interpreted them. He 
asked his right hon. friend the Secretary 
to the Board of Education 
there was a single phrase in this Bill 
which would enable the Board of Eduea- 
tion to that 
etticient. 


see these schools were 


whether | 


himself: but he ventured to maintain that 
even if he held the highest view of the 
future administrative skill of the County 
Councils of England, he would not be able 
to blind himselt to the fact that there were 
County Councils and County Councils, 
Boards of Guardians and Boards of 
Guardians, to whom the Board of Eduea- 
tion ought to give a clear direction as to 
the maintenance and equipment in an 
efficient manner of their schools. In 
connection with the Amendment, he would 
like to take the opportunity of asking the 
Government to tell the Committee what 


‘had become of the chapter in the 
Code relating to building grants. For 


the first time that chapter had disappeared 
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from the Code this year, although it had 
formerly enabled the Education Depart- 
ment to lay down rules in regard to the 
improvement demanded in the buildings 


of the schools. 


*Sir WILLIAM ANSON said that in 
reply to the hon. Member who had moved 
this Amendment, he wished to express his 
own strong feeling of the undesirability 
of putting a standard of efficiency, as was 
proposed in the Amendment, into an Act 
of Parliament. It would be much better 
to move to reduce his salary, or that of 
the President of the Board of Education, 
and to raise questions on every possible 


occasion, and to secure efficiency in that | 


way, than to put into the Bill words 
which would fix a minimum of efficiency. 
That was all he had to say in regard to 
the general point. As to the building 
rules, these had been carefully revised. 


Lorp EDMUND FITZMAURICE: 
Will they be laid before the Committee ? 


*Sir WILLIAM ANSON: They will 


be laid before the Committee. 


*Mr. FLETCHER MOULTON (Corn- 
wall, Launceston) said he was sure that 
in this matter hon. Members on both 
sides of the House had one aim, and 
that was to secure that the efficiency of the 
schools should be real. There was onething 
worse than a bad Act of Parliament, and 
that was an uncertain one. He wanted 
to set forth the reason why he thought 
there should be some defining word with 
regard to efficiency. He did not claim 
that the terms of the Amendment of his 
hon. friend were the only words that 
would accomplish the desired result, but 
if the words were “ efficient to the satis- 
faction of the Board of Education,” that 
would satisfy him. There ought to be 
some standard of efficieney that could 
be readily enforced. It should be an 
elastic standard of efficiency—elastic in 
such a way that the advancing views of 
the country, from time to time, might be 
reflected in the actual management of the 
schools. ; 


referred to sub-Section (7) of Clause 8. 
If they would kindly follow him, he 
thought he could show that that was 
a completely insufficient answer to the 


Lord Edmund Fitzmaurice. 
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A number of his hon. friends on | 
the other side had, in perfectly good faith, | 
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objection that efficiency was not defined, 
because that sub-Nection only applied to 
schools not provided by the _ local 
authority. What they wanted to do 
was to keep the local authority to their 
duty, and the provision which his hon. 
friends relied upon with such confidence 
as creating what was wanted, only 
referred to that class of schools not 
provided by the local authority. But 
there was a further reason. The words 
of the sub-Section only required the 
managers to obey the local authority; 
but they did not define the duty of the 
local authority. He suggested that either 
now, or at the Report stage, or at some 
other time, the Government should put in 
the Bill an immediately enforceable and 
immediately interpretable standard of 
efficiency. He was perfectly certain that 
if they left it as at present, simple 
“ efficiency,’ without any administrative 
(as contrasted with a judicial) power of 
deciding what was efficiency, they made 
it possible to have endless delays and 





lendless controversies as to what was 
| efficiency. 
teem , 

Mr. M‘KENNA said that on the 


previous day they had had a_ most 
interesting speech from the hon. Member 
for West Ham, who had given the Com- 
mittee a description of the lamentable 
condition of many of the voluntary schools. 
These were largely out of repair, and not 
efficient. Now the only sanction for 
efficiency in the Clause as it stood was 
that of the Education Department, but 
that Department was responsible for the 
inetticiency of these schools during the 
past thirty years. Were they not, there- 
fore, justified in saying, after an experience 
of thirty years, that they required some 
other definition of efficiency than that in 
terpreted by the Board of Education ! He 
agreed with what had been said by his 
hon. friend that if they desired thac the 
school buildings should be kept up to 
date and in good repair, seeing they 
had only voluntary subscribers to rely 
upon, some other authority should be sub- 
stituted for the Board of Education. For 
that reason he supported the Amendment. 


(4.23.) Question put. 





The Committee divided :—-Ayes, 87 ; 
Noes, 212. (Division List No. 392.) 
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TELLERS FOR THE NOES 
Sir Alexander Acland 
Hood & Mr: Anstruther 


(4.57.) Mr. ALFRED HUTTON moved | matter of public finance. He thought 
to insert after “efticient ” the words “as | the First Lord of the Treasury could not 
regards secular instruction.” He stated | have any objection to inserting the words, 





that the object of the Amendment was | 


to make the local education authority 
completely responsible for all the financial 
arrangements with regard to the schools. 


He proposed the insertion of these words | 


in order to provide that the money would 
be properly distributed by the Committee, 
and devoted only to purposes which had 
relation to the teaching of secular in- 
struction. The point which he wished 
tomake was this. It was quite possible 
that in schools of both classes some ex- 
pense would be involved in carrying out 
the religious instruction. Supposing, for 
instance, in the ease of Board Schools 
the pre-emption clause were accepted, 
there would then be a considerable 
amount of expense in relation to the 
teaching of creeds, catechisms, and the 
like. Not only would that be so in these 
schools, but also in other schools there 


so that it would be made pertectly clear 
| that the local education authority would 

be financially responsible only for secular 
| instruction, and that they should in no 
way be financially responsible for the ex- 
/pense of sectarian or religious teaching 
in the schoo!s. 


| Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: There is no 
| idea that the local authority shall mix 
| themselves up with the religious train- 
_ing or teaching in any of the denomina- 
|tional schools. On the contrary, both 
| the hon. Gentleman and the upholders 
'of the voluntary schools are absolutely 
agreed on that point. It is merely a 
question of drafting. Perhaps the hon. 
|Gentleman will allow me to accept it 
provisionally. I do not think there is 
‘any doubt about the meaning. It can 
| be carried out at a later stage. 


} 
| 


would be the expense of prayer-books, | 


catechisms, and various other religious | 


books. These were things that ought to 
be kept perfectly clear and distinct in the 


Mr. ALFRED HUTTON assented to 


‘the suggestion of the right hon. 
Gentleman. 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Our discussion 


has run so much on the voluntary 
schools, that I forgot for the moment 
that this Clause has a wider application. 
As regards the voluntary schools I 
entirely agree, but I do not think the 
hon. Member wishes it to apply to the 
board schools. 


*Mr. YOXALL (Nottingham, W.) said 
there was some distinction between the 
two cases, and he thought the distinction 
would be better made later on in another 
part of the Bill. It should remain lawful 
for the School Board to purchase copies 
of the Bible andsuch hymn-books and text- 
books for teachers of Scripture history 
as were wanted for instruction under the 
Cowper-Temple Clause, while it should 
be unlawful to spend public money for re- 
ligious instruction outside the Clause. 
The best plan would be for the Prime 
Minister to give a pledge to consider how 
the object of his hon. friend could be 
attained. 


Mr. McKENNA said the whole of 
this Clause was bad, and suggested that 
it should be reconstructed in such a 
manner as to give effect to the proposal 
ot his hon. triend. 


Mr. BRYCE concurred with the hon. 
Member for West Nottingham that there 
was a distinction between the two classes 
of schools. They were all agreed that 
there should be liberty in the case of 
ex-board schools to purchase books 
for religious instruction. They were 
all agreed that there should be no such 
power in the case of sectarian schools 
where any expenditure of money could 
be represented as gven for sectarian 
purposes. He did not say whether this 
should be made clear by a new Clause, 
or by a sub-Clause, but he thought 
the Committee should have some assur- 
ance on the part of the Government 
that the point would receive considera- 
tion. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: There is no 
difference of opinion between hon. 
Gentleman opposite and the Govern- 
ment. I rather doubt whether any 
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Amendment is necessary, but the matter 
will have the consideration of the 
Government. 


Mr. ALFRED HUTTON: After the 
promise of the right hon. Gentleman | 
ask leave to withdraw the Amendment. 


Amendment by leave, withdrawn. 


(4.45.) Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.) 
moved the insertion of the words “in 
their opinion” after “are,” in line 3 
of Clause 8, the object being to secure 
that the question whether particular 
schools were necessary should be left 
to the decision of the local education 
authority. He did not think that the 
words “ which are necessary”’ in the 
Clause should be used without some 
qualification as to who was to decide 
what was necessary. The words he 
proposed to introduce were taken from 
the Act of 1870, and they would make 
it clear that the local education authority 
should in the first instance be the 
authority to decide whether a school 
was necessary or not. It might be 
said that Clause 10 of the Bill would 
meet the case, but that Clause dealt 
entirely with disputes, and they ought 
to try to frame the Bill so that there 
would be as few disputes as possible. 
Even if this Amendment were accepted, 
Clause 10 could still stand to supply 
the proper authority to decide in the 
case of disputes. In the Act of 1870 
the question of necessity was dealt 
with boldly in a clause which was 
done away with under the present 
Bill. He hoped the right hon. Gentle- 
man would accept the Amendment. 


Amendment proposed, 


In page 3, line 6, after the word “are,” 
to insert the words ‘tin their opinion.”— 
(Mr. Lough.) 


Question put, “That those words be 
there inserted.” 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY: I hope the 


hon. Gentleman will not press for the 
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insertion of these words. By Clause 10 
of the Bill any question that arises as to 
whether a further school is necessary or 
not is to be determined by the Board of 
Education. The effect of these words 
would be to make the local education 
authority the supreme and final judge in 
their area whether a school was necessary 
or not. I think the Committee will be 
of opinion that it is desirable to follow 
the practice which has hitherto prevailed 
of leaving to the Board of Education the 
controlling power in order that tolerable 
uniformity of action may be obtained. I 
submit to the Committee that the lines 
on which the Bill is drawn are much 
better than would be the lines which 
would follow if this Amendment were 
insisted upon. 


Mr. HUMPHREYS-OWEN | said he 
had no doubt that the interpretation of 
the hon. and learned Gentleman was 
correct, namely, that the putting in of 
the words “in their opinion” would pre- 
clude any review under Section 10. If 
that was the case, he still thought it 
extremely desirable that the Amendment 
should be made. The whole aim of the 
Bill was decentralisation, but if the Bill 
remained as it was framed the Board of 
Education wouid be the sole arbiter on 
the question whether a school was neces- 
sary or not. He thought the Government 
would be acting in accordance with one 
of the main principles of the Bill if they 
accepted the Amendment. 


Mr. TREVELYAN said the question 
here raised was that which would be 
considered when they came to deal 
with Clauses 9 and 10. It practi- 
cally amounted to this, whether sectarian 
schools should be built over the head of 
the local education authority. It was 
pretty obvious what would happen in the 
ease of a dispute if any small section 
wanted to build a school. They would 
always go to the Board of Education. 
and, if they had friends on that Board, 
the local authority would be overridden. 
The Amendment only sought to 
strengthen the hands of the local 
authority against the Board of Eduea- 
tion, if it chose to take the part of the 
separate sections. The question raised 
by Clauses 9 and 10 was one of the most 

Sir Robert Finlay. 
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important in the Bill. It was also one 
of the most objectionable features. The 
idea contained in these clauses was that 
it was desirable in order to settle the 
religious difficulty in the different dis- 
tricts that the children should be divided 
into sectarian pens, and brought up as 
little budding sectarians. This Amend- 
ment was directed against that, and he 
would, therefore, vote for it. 


Mr. WHITLEY said he intended 
to vote for the Amendment on 
purely educational grounds. There was 
nothing worse for children than having 
small schools. ‘the Bill contemplated 
that a school with thirty children should 
be considered a necessary school. here 
were many places in the country where 
it was very desirable that small schools 
should be closed and the children brought 
together in larger schools. He read some 
time ago an article in one of the maga- 
zines on the development that had 
gone on in the rural districts of America 
in the direction of bringing scholars 
together, instead of maintaining small 
and costly schools. Public: conveyances 
were provided to collect the children 
from the scattered farm-houses. bring 
them to school, and take them home 
again. The article was written by an 
inspector of the American Education 
Department, and he gave very striking 
figures and opinions as to the immense 
benefit that system had been to education 
in the rural districts. In the larger 
schools there was more stimulus to com- 
petition, and greater possibility of 
having an efficient staff. 


*Mr. FLETCHER MOULTON said he 
thought he would beable to show that, 
in the most important point raised by 
this Amendment, the provisions of the 
Bill were inadequate. There was no 
difference of object between the 
Attorney General and himself. He 
should be exceedingly sorry to take away 
from the Board of Education the power 
to establish uniformity of standard 
throughout the kingdom, and it the 
introduction of this Amendment would 
have that effect he should certainly not 
support it. He would, however, point 
out that Clause 10, on which the 
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Attorney General relied, began with the 
words ** In case ot dispute.” To a dispute 
there must be two parties. No doubt 
the local authority was one of the parties, 
but nowhere was there to be found in 
the Bill any provision defining the other 
party! Could a casual informer come 
and make a dispute and compel the 
local education authority to go before 
the Board of Education for a decision ! 
It this were sothere might at any time 
be a dispute which would put in question 
any act of the local authority. It was 
therefore most important that there 
should be a provision in the Bill giving 
the local authority the print faete right 
to decide. It was also necessary that 
the provisions with regard to the dispute 
should be more caretully dratted and 
more elaborate. In Clause 10 they must 
have some words defining who were to be 
the parties toa dispute. He was sure 
the Attorney-General would not think 
that in saying this he was attempting to 
put diiticulties in the way of attaining 
the object the Government claimed to 
have in view. 


(5.0.) Mr M‘KENNA - said — that, 
as the Attorney-General was aware, 
Section 5 of the Aet of 1870 disappeared, 
and also the last part of Section 18 was 
repealed as far as the present discussion 
was concerned. Therefore, to define the 
meaning of the word * necessary ” they 
would only have the first part of Section 
Ix. The Committee would see that the 
Amendinent of his hon. friend was in 
accordance with Section 18, which = said 
that the School Boards should maintain 
etiiciently every school, and should from 
time to time provide such additional 
accommodation as was “in his opinion 
necessary.” Clause 10 provided for cases 
of dispute, but between whom was not 
mentioned. They had to make a choice 
of one of two principles. Either they 
should restore Clause 5 of the Act of 
1870, and make it the duty of the local 
education authority to provide school 
accommodation for every child, in which 
case the words would not be necessary, 
or they should confine themselves to the 
first part of Section 18 of the Act, in 
which case the words would be necessary. 
Clause 10 was altogether insutticient to 
guide the local authority in coming to a 
reasonable conclusion, and therefore he 
would support the Amendment. 
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Str ROBERT FINLAY said that what 


his hon. and learned friend opposite said 
in reference to Clause 10 would, of course, 
receive that respectful consideration which 
anything his hon. and learned friend sug- 
gested deserved. His present  impres- 
sion, however, was that the Clause 
as it stood was _ sufficient. The 
point suggested by the hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for North Monmouth 
had not escaped attention, and if the 
hon. Gentleman would look at the notice 
Paper he would see that his hon. friend 
the Secretary to the Board of Education 
had put down an Amendment making 
it clear that there would be no liability on 
the local authority in the matter. 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT said he 
desired to call attention tothe view taken 
by the Government of their new edu- 
cation authority. The Government were 
placing the control of education in the 
hands of self-governing bodies as the 
County Councils and the Borough 
Councils. One would have thought that 
it there was any subject on which bodies 
of that kind were fit to judge it would 
be what schools were necessary within 
their areas. All that was said now or 
on sub-Section 2, or that would be said in 
Clause 9 and Clause 10 about future 
schools, was and would be based on the 
assumption that those bodies were un- 
fitted to discharge the duties to be put 
upon them. Any body which was not 
to determine what new schools were 
necessary, or what old schools were un- 
necessary, within its area was unfitted to 
be a great educational authority. Up to 
the present they had a kind of haphazard 
method by which schools were set up here, 
there, and everywhere, without regard to 
distribution. Now the Government 
claimed to be setting up a new single 
national authority for the co-ordination of 
the education of the country, and yet it 
was to be set forth in the Bill that that 
authority was not capable of finally 
deciding what schools were or were not 
necessary in its own area. That was a 
condemnation of the whole principle of 
the Bill, and to refer such a matter to 
the Education Department was to lay 
down that the local authority was in- 
capable of discharging one of its} first 
duties. Who would dispute the right 
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of the local authority? It would be 
the private adventurers who managed 
the voluntary schools and who would 
ask the Education Department to declare 
that the local authority was unfit to 
discharge its duties. The moment he 
saw the Bill he thought it was dictated 
by an internal distrust in the authority 
that was to be created under it, 
and that was why the Government thought 
it right at every stage of the Bill to 
give to the Education Department in 
London overrule and set 
aside the local authority as not being 


power to 


fit to form a judgment in such matters. 
If the Government were right, it was 
the severest censure they could place 
upon the character of the new authorities 


they were creating. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Not at all so 
severe as the censure of a precisely similar 
kind which the Liberal Government of 
1870 placed upon the School Boards 


which they themselves created, 


Mr. GEORGE WHITE (Norfolk, 
N.E.) said that as the representative 
of a rural constituency who had had 
an opportunity of seeing the work of 
small schools, he hoped the Bill, with 
would render 


such Amendments as 


these Board Schools more efficient, 


would be passed. It was absolutely 
impossible to have efficient education in 
the rural districts in the very small 
schools that there existed. In such a 
school they would find a teacher with 
perhaps children from five to fourteen 
years of age in all standards. He was 
quite aware that it was most desirable 
that where compulsion existed the 
schools should be as near as possible to 
the children, especially to the infants, 
and he believed it would be economical 


Sir William Harcourt. 
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even to devise methods of getting the 
children to the schools rather than to 
spend—— 


*Tue CHAIRMAN: I do not think 
that the hon. Gentleman’s remarks are 
really relevant to the Amendment be. 
fore the Committee. The Amendment 
is as to who is to decide, the local eduea- 
tion authority or the Board of Education. 


Mr. GEORGE WHIT Esaid that he was 
attempting to show that if they gave the 
local authorities power to do this they 
would be soimpressed with thenecessity ot 
it that they would be bound to doit in the 
interests of education and in the interests 
of the teachers. It was manifest that 
there should be greater power centred in 
the local authority, who would have the 
opportunity on the spot of seeing the 
disadvantages of these very small schools, 
lf the authority thought that the schools 
were too far away from the children 
they ought to have the power of gather- 
ing the children to a centre, both to the 
advantage of the children themselves 
and to the teaching profession, as well 
as to the advantage of education all round. 
He would, therefore, support the \mend- 


ment. 


Mr. LOUGH said that the Attorney- 
General stated he would pay attention to 
the argument of the hon. and learned 
Mem ber for the Launceston Division, but 
that only referred to one part of the 
Amendment, and that, in his opinion, 
the least The hon. and 
learned Member pointed out that the 
local authority might be in peril in 
carrying out its duties if some such 
There 


important. 


Amendment were not included. 
had been a great many cases recently, 
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especially in London, where the local 
authority was surcharged for exceeding 
That was the danger he 
The 
iuthority might be held responsibie for 


wished to guard against. local 


work which it carried out, and no 


standard was laid down in the Bill by | 


which the question could be decided. 
Surely the harmless words he proposed 
They would 


only give the power to decide the matter 


would be a great help. 


prim’ fucie, and if any one wanted to 
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Clause 10. He was following the exact 
precedent of Section 18 of the Act of 
1870. He really thought that it the 
Committee would give the matter more 
attention they would admit the Amend- 
ment, which would be a great improve- 
ment to the Bill. 


(5.13) Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, %2; 
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Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Burt. Thomas 
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{ 
( 
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AYES. 
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Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
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TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 
Sir Alexander Acland - 
Hood and Mr. Anstruther. 


Committee report progress, to sit again adjourned the House without Question 


on Monday next. 


Mr. 


Speaker. in pursuance 


put. 


of the 


Order of the House of the 16th October, | 


Adjourned at 


l twenty - seven 
minutes after Five o'clock 
till Monday next. 
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901 Unopposed Private 
HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Monday, 20th October, 1902. 


The House met at Two of the Clock. 
A MEMBER. 


the House 
following 


IMPRISONMENT OF 
Mr. SPEAKER 
that he had received 


informed 
the 


Member— 


oa 


Slivo, 
s 17th Oct., 1902. 
_ Sir,.—l have the honour to inform you that 
> Mr. Patrick Aloysius M‘Hugh, M.P. for North 
- Leitrim, was yesterday convicted of conspiracy 
and intimidation and sentenced by me and Mr. 
> Harrell, R.M.. to a term of two calendar 
months imprisonment in Sligo Gaol with 
hard labour, Against this conviction Mr. 
-MHugh has appealed to the next Quarter 
Sessions here, which begin on 25th inst. 
I have the honour to be, Sir, 
Your obedient servant, 
Roperr L. Brown, RLM. 


dos 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, $8): 
~Tn this case the conviction took place on 
Thursday or Friday. Now, Sir, 1s it not 
- within your knowledge that Mr. M*Hugh 
has appealed and is out of custody? I 
‘again ask under what circumstances the 
fact of the arrest of several other hon. 
> Gentlemen who have been imprisoned has 
>not in the same way been communicated 
to you. 


ry 


*Mr. SPEAKER: [ would suggest to 
>the hon. Member that, as there are 
- Questions on the Paper intended to elicit 
~ information on this point, he would do 
well to defer raising the question until 
they have been answered. 


*Mr. DELANY (Queen’s County, 
Ossory): I wasin the Court at Birr on 
September 23, when two hon. Members 
were sentenced to imprisonment by two 
Removable Magistrates, and I desire to 
ask the Speaker whether he has received 
any communication in respect of the two 
hon. Members. 


fue 


*\Mr. SPEAKER: I have received an 
intimation in regard to the hon. Member 
for the Birr Division, and also as to 
another hon. Member whose name I ean- 
hot, at the moment, remember. 
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letter relating to the Imprisonment of a ; 


Bill Business. 
UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL 
BUSINESS. 
BAKER STREET AND WATERLOO 
RAILWAY BILL [Lorpbs}. 
Read the third time, and passed, with 
Amendments. 
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BROMPTON AND PICCADILLY CIRCUS 
RAILWAY (NEW LINES, ETC.) BILL 
| LorDs}. 

(IXING’S CONSENT SIGNIFLED.)—Bill 


‘read the third time, and passed, with 
' Amendments. 


CHARING CROSS, EUSTON, AND HAMP- 
STEAD RAILWAY (CONSOLIDATED) 
BILL [ Lorps). 

(KING'S CONSENT SIGNIFIED.) — Bill 
read the third time, and passed, with 

Amendments. 


NORTH-WEST LONDON RAILWAY 
BILL [Lorps}. 
Read the third time, and passed, with 
Amendments. 


RAILWAY BILLS. 

Ordered, That the Committee on Group 
12 of Railway Bills be revived, and that 
they have leave to sit and proceed with 
the remaining Bills in the Group, to 
morrow, at half-past Eleven of the clock. 

(The Chairman of Ways and Means.) 


WARD DIs- 
CONFIRMA- 


LANARKSHIRE (MIDDLE 
TRICT) WATER ORDER 
TION BILL. 

Read the third time, and passed. 


DUMBARTON CORPOKATION (FUR- 
THER POWERS) ORDER CONFIRMA- 
TION BILL. 

Considered ; to be read the third time 
upon Wednesday. 


WATER PROVISIONAL ORDER. 

Bill to confirm a Provisional Order 
made by the Board of Trade under The 
Gas and Water Facilities Act, 1870, 
relating to Marlow Water, ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. Gerald Balfour and 
Mr. Hayes Fisher. 


WATER PROVISIONAL ORDER BILL. 

* To confirm a Provisional Order made 
by the Board of Trade under The Gas 
and Water Facilities Act, 1870, relating 
to Marlow Water,” presented. 

H 
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Ordered, That Standing Order 1934 
be suspended, and that the Bill be read 
the first time.—( Mr. Gerald Balfour). 


(Questions. 


Bill accordingly read the first time; to 
be referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills, and to be printed. 
[ Bill 297}. 


PETITIONS. 

CANADIAN CATTLE (IMPORTATION). 

Petitions for the abolition of restric- 
tions: From Rugby; Maidenhead ; 
Canonby ; Earley ; Cargrave; Barnolds- 
wick ; Cowes ; Worcester ; Summerseat ; 
Denton : Marylebone ; Irvine; Hyde ; 
Hollingworth; Chelmsford; Alltwen; 
Exeter; Brentwood ; Holyhead; Saffron 
Walden; Aberdare; Bradford; Cath- 


eart: Pollokshaws: Cambridge: West 
Stanley: Consett; Shotley Bridge ; 


Annfield Plain; Farnworth ; Glasgow ; 

Fleetwood; Hulme: Fylde; Walmer: 

Blackpool: Blaina; Lees: Guiseley : 

Tunbridge ; Bingley; Tipton; Leith: 

and Ripiey ; to lie upon the Table. 

EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
BILL. 

Petition from Pendleton, against ; to 
lie upon the Table. 
(ENGLAND 

BILL. 

Petitions for alteration : 
head ; Speenhamland ; Cowes; Denton ; 
Canonby ; Cargrave ; Colne; Barnolds- 
wick ; Summerseat ; Marylebone ; Irvine ; 
Hollingworth; Hyde: Worcester; Rugby ; 
Alltwen and Pontardawe; tlolyhead ; 
Saffron Walden: Aberdare; Bradford ; 


EDUCATION AND WALES) 


From Maiden- 


Cambridge; West Stanley; Consett ; 
Shotley Bridge: Anntield Plain; Farn- 
worth and WKearsley : Glasgow; Fleet- 
wood: Fylde; Walmer Bridge; Black- 
pool: Lees and Cross Roads; Blaina ; 
Guiseley: Tunbridge Wells; Tipton : 
Leith; Exeter; Ripley; Chelmsford ; 
Hulme ; and Brentwood; to lie upon the 
Table. 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT (SCOTLAND) 


BILL. 


Petition from Montrose, in favour ; to 


lie upon the Table. 


PARISH COUNCIL LOANS (SCOTLAND) 


BILL. 
Petition from 
lie upon the Table. 
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Montrose, in favour: to 
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PREVENTION OF CORRUPTION IN 
TRADE. 

Petitions for legislation: From Rugby ; 
Maidenhead ; Cowes; Summerseat ; 
Denton ; Marylebone ; Canonley ; Gar- 
grave; Earley; Barnoldswick; Irvine; 
Hyde; Hollingworth; Worcester; All- 
twen; Farnworth; Holyhead; Satfron 
Walden; Aberdare; Lees; Hume; 
Exeter; Bradford ; Pollokshaws; Cath 
eart ; Cambridge; West Stanley ; Con- 
sett; Shotley Bridge; Annfield Plain; 
Glasgow ; Fleetwood ; Fylde; Walmer ; 
Blackpool ; Blaina ; Guiseley ; Tunbridge 
Wells; Tipton; Leith; Brentwood ; 
Bingley ; Ripley; and Chelmsford ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


Questions. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 
ON SUNDAY BILL. 
Petition from Heywood, in favour ; to 
lie upon the Table. 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


DISEASES OF ANIMALS ACTS, 
Is94 AND 1896. 

Copy presented, of Two Orders dated 
the Ist September, 1902, entitled respee- 
tively, the Bristol (Cumberland Tidal 
Basin) Foreign Animals Wharf Revocation 
Order of 1902, and the Bristol (Cumber- 
land Basin) Foreign Animals Wharf Order 
of 1902 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


CHINA (No, 2, 1902). 

Copy presented, of Despatch from His 
Majesty's Special Commissioner enclosing 
the Treaty between Great Britain and 
China, signed at Shanghai 5th September, 
1902 {by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 
Copy presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, No. 
2907 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


QUESTIONS AND ANSIVERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES 


India—Public Sale of Confidential 
Government Documents. 


Sir SEYMOUR KING (Hull, Central) : 
To ask the Secretary of State for India 
whether he is aware that in a catalogue 
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recently issued by a London ihe a 
number of papers issued by the Indian 
Government and marked confidential, 
among them being Routes in Central 
Asia, compiled under the orders of Lord 
Roberts, in six volumes, and other 
volumes compiled in the Intelligence 
Branch of the Quartermaster General’s 
Department, were offered for sale ; and 
whether steps will be, or have been, taken 
to prevent the recurrence of a_ public 
sale of Indian Government confidential 
reports: and if the offence is not 
punishable under existing Acts, whether 
the necessary powers will be sought for 
by fresh legislation. 


(Answered hy Secretary Lord 
Hamilton.) My attention was drawn to 
the catalogue in question, and steps were | 
taken to prevent such of the books vend 
were still of a confidential nature from 
passing into improper hands. The books | 
in question appear to have passed out of | 
official custody many years ago. During | 


George 





more recent years stricter regulations | 
have been in force to prevent Indian | 
Government reports of a confidential | 


character getting into the market. [| 
am advised that, under certain circum- | 


stances, if an ofticer of Government 


offered such books for sale, it might he | 
possible to charge him with breach of | 
trust under The Official Secrets Act, 


1889, and that the advertisement and sale 
of such books might, in certain cireum- 
he restrained by injunction. | 
aware that any fresh legislation 

subject is proposed in this 


| 
stances, 
am not 
on this 
country. 


Afghanistan—Purchase of Arms. etc., in 
Germany. 

Sir SEYMOUR KING: To ask the | 
Secretary of State for India whether | 
a consignment of arms purchased 
in Germany by the Ameer’s agent, | 
consisting of a battery of twelve | 
quick -firing mountain guns, 


two | 
howitzers, eighteen field pieces, and over | 
850 cases of ammunition and other war | 
material, has been landed at Kurrachee | 
ee the Hansa liner “ Wartburg”’ and for- 
warded to Peshawur ¢n route for Cabul; | 
and whether it is consistent with the | 
relations of the Afghan and_ British | 
Governments that a _ portion of the | t 

| 

| 

ie 





British subsidy should be employed in 
purchasing arms in Germany and con- 
veying them to their destination across 
British territory. 
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(Answered by Seeretary Lord George 
Hamilton.) It is the case that the late 


Amir of Afghanistan purchased in Ger- 
many certain;guns and munitions of 
war. This transaction is not incon- 
sistent with the Agreement entered into 
by the late Amir and His Majesty’s 
Government. 


Corn, Sugar, and Coal Export Duties. 

HENRY FOWLER (Wolverhamp- 
ton, E.): To ask Mr. Chancellor of the 
Exchequer what is the amount which 
has been received for import duties on 
corn and sugar, and for export duties on 
coal during the three quarters of the 
present financial year which expired on 
the 30th September last. 


(Answered by Mr. Litchie.) One-half 
we of the financial year had expired 
on the 30th September, and the amounts 
collected during that period were as 
follows :— 


Corn, ete. ‘ i - £1,183,337 
Sugar ; P A r 1,991,852 
Coal F ‘ ; 963,365 


Soldier Convicts in Civil Prisons. 
Mr. CLAUDE HAY (Shoreditch, 
Hoxton): To ask the Secretary of State 
for the Home Department, if he will 


| state the number of soldiers now under- 


going punishment in the local and con- 
| vict prisons of the United Kingdom. 


(dnsuered hy Mr. Alkers- Douglas.) The 
number is 450 (431 in local and 19 in 


| convict prisons.) 


Lewes Naval Prison, 

Mr. CLAUDE HAY: To ask the 
Secretary to the Admiralty, whether, 
having regard to the fact that the prison 
now used as a naval prison at Lewes 
was condemned as unfit for a local or 
convict prison, he will state the grounds 
upon which this prison is used for men 
|in His Majesty’s Navy who have been 
sentenced for disciplinary offences. 


(Answered by Mr. Arnold-Forster.) 1 
not aware of the circumstances 
which the hon. Member alludes 


in the first part of his Question, but 
they 
ago, as Lewes has been used as a naval 


must have occurred many years 


prison for forty years. It was selected 


H 2 
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for the purpose after consultation with 
the Home Office, and, with the additions 
and alterations made from time to time 
in the accommodation, it has always been 
found suitable. The reports of the 
visitors, and the results of the periodical 
inspections by the Commander in Chief, 
Portsmouth, and the Medical Director 
General of the Navy, are quite satis- 
factory, and the health of the ;risouers 
has always been very good. 


Kish Lightship—Constitution of Irish 
Lights Board. 

Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): To 
ask the President of the Board of Trade, 
whether heis aware that some time since 
the mail steamer “ Leinster” ran down 
the Kish Lightship; and, seeing that it 
is alleged that the system of warning 
vessels from the ligitship is defective, he 
can state if any steps are being taken to 
render it effective; and if the Govern- 
ment have any intention of introducing 
a Bill to amend the system under which 
the Irish Lights Board are nominated. 


(Answered by Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 
Shortly after the occurrence of the 
casualty at Kish Bank, the Board of 
Trade asked the Commissioners of Irish 
Lights to consider the possibility of 
improving the system of warning vessels 
from the lightship, and have been 
assured that the matter will receive 
every attention. The reply to the con- 
eluding part of the hon. Member’s 
(Juestion is in the negative. 


Foreshore Rights, Stoney Estate, 
Mallaranny, Mayo. 

Dr. ROBERT AMBROSE (Mayo, W.): 
To ask the President of the Board of 
Trade, whether he is aware that the 
owner of Rostock Castle, county Mayo, 
is prosecuting migratory labourers for 
gathering seaweed on the foreshore of 
the Stoney Estate, near Mallaranny, 
county Mayo, and that this estate has 
been sold by the owner te the Congested 
Districts Board, and that, during the 
negotiations for purchase, the Congested 
Districts Board refused to entertain his 
title to the foreshore, he being unable to 
produce any title: And, seeing that these 
rights belong to the Crown, will he, in 
order to protect these people who are 
harvesting in England and Scotland at 
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‘present, see that the Crown will be 


represented at the trial at the next 
Quarter Sessions in Castlebar, and that 
its rights are finally asserted. 


(Auswered hy Mr. Gerald Balfour.) I 
understand that the statements in the 
first paragraph of the hon. Member's 
Question are generally correct. The 
Board of Trade will be represented at 
the trialat Castlebar on the 27th instant. 


Russia and Afghanistan —Recent Dip- 

lomatic Communications. 

Sir SEYMOUR KING: To ask the 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs, whether the Government has 
any information, either through. its 
diplomatic agents in Russia, or through 
the agents of the Government of India, 
or otherwise, of any intention or en- 
deavours on the part of the Russian 
Government to establish diplomatic or 
commercial relations with Afghanistan, 
or to obtain Russian influence in that 
country: whether he can give the 
House an assurance that no demands to 
this effect, either in this country, in 
India, or in Afghanistan, have been 
brought to the knowledge of the British 
or Indian Governments, whether con- 
fidentially or otherwise; and whether 
it continues to be an _ understanding 
between the Russian and British Govern- 
ments that Afghanistan is to remain 
outside the sphere of Russian influence. 


(Answered by Viscount Cranborne.) His 
Majesty's Government have received a 
communication from the Russian 
Government proposing that direct 
relations should be established between 
Russia and Afghanistan with regard to 
frontier matters. It was stated that 
these relations would have no political 
character, as the Russian Government 
maintained their former engagements, 
and continued to consider Afghanistan 
as being outside the sphere of Russian 
influence. His Majesty's Government, 
having regard to the understanding by 
which Afghanistan is outside the sphere 
of Russian influence, have replied that 
it would be impossible for them to take 
into consideration any change in exist- 
ing arrangements, or to frame proposals 
to be brought before the Ameer without 
some more precise explanation in regard 
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to the method which the Russian 
Government would desire to see 


adopted for the exchange of such com- 
munications between the frontier off- 
cials, the limitations to be placed on 
them, and the means of insuring that | 
thos» limitations would be observed. 
To this communication no answer has 
yet been received. 





Conduct of Police at Limerick. 

Mr. JOYCE (Limerick): To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland, whether he is aware that 
notices, calling a meeting of the citizens 
of Limerick on the 8th of September 
last, to welcome Mr. P. J. Linnane, J.P., 
and Mr. O’Sulivan on their release from | 
Limerick Jail, after serving a term of | 
three months imprisonment uader the | 
Criminal Law and Procedure (Ireland) | 
Act, were torn down and defaced by | 
the police ; and will he state by whose | 
authority did the police act. 


(Ansivered by Mr. 
notices were removed 
in the belief that 
illegal character. The police acted in 
error, and were so informed. Full 
instructions on the point have since been 
issued to the force. 


Windham.) The 
by the pol ice 
they were of an 


Liscannor Harbour, Clare. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
K.): To ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, if he will 
state when the provisions of the Marine 
Works (Ireland) Bill, in respect to Lis- 
cannor Harbour, county Clare, are likely 
to be carried out. 


» (Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) At an 
early date. It is necessary, as the hon. 
Member is aware, to come to an under- 
standing with the County Council, and 
also with persons pecuniarily interested, 
who may reasonably be asked to con- 
tribute in money or otherwise. In the 
case of Liscannor it is also necessary to 
confer with the Department of Agri- 
culture and Technical Instruction. 


Proclamation of Queen’s County— 
rime Statistics. 
Mr. DELANY  (Queen’s County, 
Ossory): To ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, whether, 
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seeing that the last Quarterly Return of 
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Agrarian Outrages in Ireland shows that 
no offence was committed in Queen’s 
County during the three months preced- 
ing the 30th June last, that the Return 
for the quarter ending 31st March, 1902, 
shows a similar blank, and that the 
Chairman of the County Council and 
other local magistrates have protested 
against the proclamation of the county 
under The Criminal Law and Procedure 
(Ireland) Act, 1887, he proposes to 
recommend the withdrawal of the procla- 
mation of the county. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) There 
have been five agrarian outrages in the 
Queen's County since the 30th June, 
namely, two cases of injury to cattle and 
one of injury to property in July, one 
injury to property in August, and a 
threatening notice in October. It is not 
at present proposed to withdraw the 
proclamation. 


Questions. 


Staigue Fort, Castle Cove, Kerry. 

Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, W.): To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland, whether the attention 
of the Board of Works or other public 
Department has been called to the condi- 
tion of Staigue Fort, one of the stone 
forts in Ireland, which is situate near 
Castle Cove, county Kerry ; and whether 
the necessary steps will be taken, by the 
erection of a door, or otherwise, to 
prevent the stones being dislodged by 
cattle. 


(Answered hy Mr. Wyndham.) This fort 
was recently placed in the custody of the 
Board of Public Works by the owner. 
The Board is aware of its condition, and 
has given directions for the erection of a 
gate to prevent damage to the structure 
by cattle. 


Closing of Irish County Prisons. 

Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland, whether he can state the 
number of prisons in Ireland, originally 
classed as county prisons, which were 
closed last December on the order of the 
General Prisons Board; and whether he 
can say in what districts or localities 
these prisons were situated. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) There 
were five such prisons, situated at 
Carrick-on-Shannon, Enniskillen, Mul- 
lingar, Omagh, and Wicklow. 
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Irish Local Government Board—Mr. 
T. P. Nolan. 


Mr. FLYNN: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland, whether he can say what position 
is occupied by Thomas Patrick Nolan in 
the employment of the Local Govern- 
ment Board, and what are his duties; 
whether he is required under the con- 
ditions of service to give his entire time 
to the duties of the office; and, is it in 
accordance with the regulations of the 
Board that Mr. Nolan should occupy a 
position on a local paper, and also act as 
handwriting expert at trials in different 
parts of Ireland. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) Mr. 
Nolan is employed as a clerk in the 
department of the Local Government 
Board, and performs such clerical duties 
as may be assigned to him by the Board. 
The only regulation bearing on the 
subject of his employment is that con- 
tained in Orders in Council, dated 21st 
March 1890, and 15th August 1890, and 
is as follows :— 

No officer shall be allowed to accept any 
part in the management of any society, or any 
trading, commercial, or financial company, of 
whatever description, which would require the 
attendance of such officer at any time between 
the hours of 10 a.m. and 6 p.m. 

I am not aware whether he is in any 
way connected with any newspaper. 
His attendance at courts of justice as a 
handwriting expert was only permitted 
occasionally when it did not interfere 
with the discharge of his official duties. 


Irish Agriculture--Basic Slag. 

Mr. EDWARD BARRY (Cork Co., 
S.): To ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, whether he is 
aware that a quantity of basic slag has 
recently been imported into Ireland for 
use as a fertilizer, which, though repre- 
sented as being of the standard quality, 
is so inferior as to be little better than 
ground brick-dust ; whether he is aware 
that the wholesale merchant who sold 
this slag to buyers in Ireland has instituted 
a prosecution against the foreign ex- 


porter ; will he state what steps are being ' 


taken by the Department of Agricul- 
ture in Ireland to put in force the pro- 
visions of the Fertilizer and Feeding 


Stuffs Act, and to ensure that this article | 


is not being supplied to the farmers of 
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_Treland as genuine 38-45 per cent. quality, 


which the brand upon the bags purports 
it to be. 


(Answered by Mr Wyndham.) It has 
been represented to the Department that 
a quantity of inferior basic slag has 
recently been imported into Ireland, and 
the attention of the Department has been 
drawn to anewspaper report of the pro- 
secution referred to in the Question. The 
Department is inquiring into the matter 
with a view to such further action being 
taken as may be practicable in the circum- 
stances. 


Admission to Theatres of Soldiers in 
Uniform. 

MAJOR RASCH (Essex, Chelinsferd) ; 
To ask the Secretary of State for War, 
whether his attention has been directed 
to the case of a private in the Foot Guards 
having been refused admission to a 
London theatre on account of his uniform, 
and whether he proposes to take any steps 
in the matter with reference to opposing 
the licence or otherwise. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) I 
have had private information of this 
occurrence, but have not recéived a report 
from any of the regiments in London, as 
the case has not been identified. I under- 
stand the managers of the theatre in ques- 
tion maintain that the exclusion was only 
from a part of the theatre reserved for 
those in evening dress. Uniform is an 
equivalent of every dress, and if this 
principle is not recognised by theatrical 
managers I shall take such legal steps as 
I may be advised to secure soldiers 
against a recurrence of such exclusion. 


Grievances of Discharged Reservists. 

Sir CHARLES M’LAREN (Leicester 
shire, Bosworth): To ask the Secretary 
of State for War, if his attention has 
been called to the public meeting in 
London of discharged Reservists, and to 
the grievances of which they complain; 
and will he say what steps he proposes 
to take in the matter. 


(Answered by Mr, Secretary Brodrick). 
My attention has been drawn to the 
public meeting referred to by the hon. 
Member. The regulations for the prompt 
payment of all claims are most explicit, 
and some weeks ago orders were issued 


| that a return should be made from each 
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district of any claim a month overdue. 
Inquiries have bean promptly made into 
all individual cases of grievances which 
have reached me. A large number have 


been found to be unfounded, but in cases | 
where delay has unavoidably occurred | 
prompt action has been taken. As_ 


regards employment, the War Office 
have taken the only action in their 
power by laying it open to all men who 
cannot find employment to return to 
the colours for short periods. I need 
hardly add how earnestly I hope that all 
employers will second our endeavours by 
giving the preference to Reservists in 
regard to any places they have open. 


Continental Military Long-Distance Rides 
—Participation of British Officers. 

Mr. JACOBY (Derbyshire, Mid.) : To 
ask the Secretary of State for War, 
whether his attention has been called to 
the fact that a lieutenant of the Royal 
Field Artillery took part in the military 
ride from Brussels to Ostend, a distance of 
upwards of eighty miles, on 27th August, 
on which occasion it is stated that his 
horse was so exhausted that it was 
necessary to destroy it; whether this 
officer was authorised by his superiors to 
become a competitor on this occasion ; 


whether any notice has been taken of | 


this ofticer’s action; and whether steps 
have been, or will be, taken to prevent 
sritish officers from taking part in such 
competitions in future. 


Mr. NORMAN (Wolverhampton, S$.) : 
To ask the Secretary of State for War, 
if he will say whether officers are re- 
quired to ask permission before engaging 
in an international sporting contest ; 
whether a lieutenant of the Royal Field 
Artillery asked permission to take part in 
the ride from Brussels to Ostend; whether 
the participation of a British officer in 
such a performance has the sanction of 
the Commander-in-Chief ; 
any communication has been addressed 
to this ofticer on the subject. 


(4 answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) A 
lieutenant of the Royal Field Artillery 
did take part in this ride, after duly 
obtaining leave to travel abroad for this 
purpose. Instructions have since been 
issued by the Commander-in-Chief to 
General Officers Commanding that he 
was of opinion that British officers should 
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not take part in these competitions, as he 
failed to see that any good result could 
ensue from them. 


Remounts—Hungarian Purchases. 

Mr. NORMAN : ‘To ask the Secretary 
of State for War, whether he is aware 
that after the first purchase of Hungarian 
horses, General Truman was visited by a 
Hungarian gentleman well qualified to 
give advice upon the subject, and advised 
to purchase from a different source, and 
that the same gentleman subsequently 
tendered similar advice at personal inter- 
views to Lord Roberts and the Quarter- 
master General, by which latter official it 
was reported to the Secretary of State for 
War ; and will he say why this advice 
was ignored. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
Will the honourable Member kindly give 
me the name of the Hungarian gentleman, 
and the dates of his interviews with the 
officers mentioned? I have received 
such a large number of suggestions that 
it is necessary to obtain the information 
I now ask from the hon. Member to trace 
the specific case to which he refers. 


Remissions of Sentences for Military 

ences. 

Mr. CLAUDE HAY: To ask the 
Secretary of State for War, if he will 
state what steps are being taken to re- 
consider the sentences of soldiers under- 
going imprisonment in mititary prisons for 
military offences, having regard to the fact 
that a recent visit of the Commander in 


'Chief to Dover Military Prison brought 


about the liberation of soldiers undergoing 


| sentences in that prison. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
The sentences of all military prisoners 
sent home from South Africa have been 
carefully reviewed from time to time, and 
considerable remissions granted in cases 
where they could be made with a due 
regard to the interests of discipline. In 
particular all sentences of penal servitude 
have been investigated, and in every case 
| where possible have been commuted to a 
term of imprisonment so as to avoid the 
| committal of the prisoners to civil prisons. 
Instructions were recently issued to 
|General Officers Commanding, directing 
'them to review the cases of all military 
prisoners from South Africa in the 
military prisons in their command, and to 
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grant such remissions as they might con- 
sider desirable. As regards other mili- 
tary prisoners the remission of sentences 
is left to the diseretion of confirming 
otticers. If any sentence seems to the 
Judge Advocate General to be unneces- 
sarily severe he brings the case to the 
notice of the Commander-in-Chief. 


South Africa—Remount Farms—Court- 
martial on Captain Gordon Turner. 

CoLoNeL WELBY (Taunton): To ask 
the Secretary of State for War, whether 
he is aware that at the court-martial on 
Captain Gordon Turner, assembled at 
Queenstown, South Africa, 7th April 
1902, it was shown in evidence that 
remount farms at Clark’s Siding, Cape 
Colony, had been leased to Government 
as containing 14,000 acres at a monthly 
rent of £10 per 1,000 acres, whereas the 
lessor only possessed 9,050 acres, thereby 
incurring a loss to the public of £50 per 
month; and whether he is aware that 
during those leases the lessor sold to 
Government for some time 600,000 Ibs. 
of green forage daily, at £40 a day, grown 
on the leased farms; whether he will 
communicate to Parliament full particu- 
lars of these transactions, and the action 
taken by the military authorities to end 
this loss to the public and punish those 
responsible. 


CoLoNEL WELBY : To ask the Seere- 
sary of State tor War, if he can say by 
whom the remount farms at Clark’s Sid- 
ing were inspected previous to April, 
1902; and whether the inspecting officer 
reported the loss Government was ineur- 
ring to the Ofticer Commanding Eastern 
District, Cape Colony. 


CoLoneL WELBY: To ask the Secre- 
tary of State for War, whether the 
General Officer Commanding Eastern Dis- 
trict, Cape Colony, by sanctioning the 
leases of the remount farms at Clark’s 
Siding, made himself responsible that the 
public interest was duly considered and 
safe-guarded in them. 


(duswered by Mr. Seeretary Brodrick.) 
The points raised in the three Questions 
on this subject require very careful con- 
sideration, and it has been necessary to 
refer the matters to the authorities in 
South Africa, the information at my 
disposal being incomplete. I am afraid, 
therefore, I shall not be able to give any 
reply for some time. 
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Motor Car Regulations. 

Sm HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central): To ask the President of the 
Local Government Board, whether his 
attention has been called to the reports 
of the Chief Constables of Surrey and 
other counties as to the danger caused by 
the excessive speed at which motor cars 
are driven. And, whether he will obtain 
facilities for the early consideration of the 
Bill promoted by the Automobile Club 
and introduced by the hon. Member for 
the New Forest Division of Hants, pro- 
viding for the identification of motor cars 
by a conspicuous number, and for the 
licensing of motor drivers, or adopt other 
measures for the safety of the public. 


(Answered hy Mr. Walter Long.) 1 have 
seen a recent report of the Chief Constable 
of Surrey, and | am aware that complaints 
frequently have been made as to the 
danger caused by the excessive speed of 
motor cars. The latter part of the 
Question is really one for my right hon. 
friend the head of the Government, but 
I am afraid there is no probability that 
the Bill referred to could be proceeded 
with during the present Session. 


Fiji— Proposed Federation with New 
Zealand. 

Mr. CAINE (Cornwall, Camborne) : 
To ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies, in view of the fact that a short 
time ago a petition was presented to His 
Majesty the King, signed by several 
thousand Fijians, asking that — their 
islands may be federated with New 
Zealand, if he will say what reply has 
been given to the petition ; and will he lay 
the petition and reply on the Table of 
the House. 


(Answered hy Mr. Secretary Chamberlain.) 
No such petition has reached me. 


Opium Importation into Ceylon. 

Mr. CAINE: To ask the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies, whether he is 
aware that the importation of opium 
into Ceylon last year was 21,005 lbs., 
in 1895 12,827 lbs., in 1880 10,116 
Ibs., while in 1870 it was only 2,499 lbs., 
thus increasing over eight-fold in thirty 
years ; and whether he will order an 
inquiry into the causes of this increase, 
with a view to its abatement. 
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(Answered by Mr, Secretary Chamber- 
lvin.) The figures quoted appear to be 
correct, except for the year 1870, when 
the imports amounted to 12,449 lbs., and 
not 2,499 Ibs. I willask the Governor 
of Ceylon to make inquiry into the 
causes of any increase. 


South Africa— War Contribution from the 
New Colonies. 

Mr. CLAUDE LOWTHER (Cumber- 
land, Eskdale): To ask the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies, whether His 
Majesty’s Government have _ settled 
upon any specific sum as the amount of 
the indebtedness of the Transvaal and 
Orange River Colonies. 


( Answered hy Mr. Chamber- 
I presume that the hon. Member 
refers to the contribution in aid of the 
cost of the war. If so, the answer is 
that no specific amount has yet been 
fixed by His Majesty's Government. 


Secretary 


lain.) 


War Taxation of the Transvaal. 

Mr. CLAUDE HAY: To ask the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies, 
whether it is intended that Transvaal 
mines, already existing and still to be 
opened up, shall be taxed on the same 
basis and be equally subject to the 10 
per cent. tax on profits; whether it is 
intended to increase the tax on profits 
beyond the 10 per cent. rate now in 
force; whether the profits of this tax 
will be devoted to the ordinary expendi- 
ture of the colony, or partially or entirely 


devoted to meet the service of any loan , 


issued in respect of the cost of the war ; 
and whether he is in a position to in 
dicate the course to be followedin regard 
to making the colony responsible for the 
cost of the war. 


(Anseered by Mr. Secretary Chamberlain.) 
I regret that I am not at present pre- 
pared to add anything to the statement 
made in this House on the 29th July, 
in which | laid down the general prin- 
ciples on which His Majesty's Govern- 
ment would proceed. 


Mr. DALZIEL (Kirkealdy Burghs) : 
To ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies, whether he is yet in a position 
to give any indication as to the date 





+ See preceding volume, page 42. 
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when he will be able to make an an- 
nouncement in reference to the amount 
of the war expenditure which the Trans- 
vaal is to be called upon to bear. 


(Answered by Mr, Secretary Chamberlain.) 
I regret that I am not yet in a position 
to make any statement on the subject. 


Gibraltar Dock-Labourers’ Strike — Mili- 
tary and rolice Assistance to Em- 
ployers. 

Mr. LEVY (Leicestershire, Lough- 
borough): To ask the Secretary of State 
for the Colonies, whether he is aware 
that vessels trading in the interest of 
private owners have been unloaded at 
Government wharves in Gibraltar during 
the recent labour dispute there ; that sol- 
diers and police have, by the orders of the 
Governor, been employed in the unload- 
ing of such ships; and will he say if the 
employment of soldiers insuch a manner 
is consistent with the regulations of the 
service, and has the approval of His 
Majesty's Government ; and whether he 
is aware that Government vessels have 
been used to convey Moorish and other 
labourers to Gibraltar to replace the men 
locked out by the dock companies. 


(Answered hy Mr. Secretary Chamberlain.) 
No vessels were unloaded at the Govern 
ment Wharves at Gibraltar during the 
recent labour disputes, nor were soldiers 
or police employed in connection with 
the unloading of vessels, except in cases 
where Government stores, or stores in- 
tended for important public works, had 
to be landed. His Majesty's Government 
are satisfied that the action of the Gover- 
nor in this matter did not go beyond 
what was required for the protection of 
Government interests. The answer to 
the last part of the Question is in the 
negative. 


Sierra Leone Government Steam Launch. 
Mr. MOON (St. Pancras, N.): To ask 
the Secretary of State for the Colonies, 
whether a yacht or steam launch was 
purchased by or for the Sierra Leone 
Government ; and, if so, at what price, 
and for what object, and at what date. 


(Answered by Mr Secretary Chamberlain.) 
A steam launch was constructed for the 
Sierra Leone Government by Messrs. J. 
S. White and Company, of Cowes, at a 
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cost of £4,805. The launch is required 
for the general services of the colony in 
the place of the old colonial steamer, 
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and I am not therefore in a position to 
‘answer the concluding part of the 
question. 


which has been condemned as unfit for | 


further use, and it arrived in the colony 
on the 2Ist of March. The cost mentioned 
above is exclusive of the cost of the 
armament (one Hotchkiss 37 m.m. Q.F. 
gun and one rifle calibre Maxim gun), 
which amounted to £594 5s. 11d. 


Lagos Lifeboat. 

Mr. MOON : To ask the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies, whether a lifeboat 
worth £3,000 was recently sent out to 
the Lagos Government, and, being con- 
demned immediately on her arrival by 
the harbour master, now lies useless in 
the harbour. 


(Answered by Mr, Secretary Chamberlain.) 
A lifeboat, of which the total cost, 
including freight to the Colony, was 
£2,256 9s. 6d., was sent out to Lagos 
early in 1900. No lifeboat has been sent 
out since then, and no complaints have 
been received with regard to the one sent 
out in 1900, but inquiry will be made. 


Sekondi Pier. 

Mr. MOON: To ask the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies, what has been the 
expense of constructing the pier at 
Sekondi: when it was finished; and 
whether there are any statistics showing 
the extent to which it has been used. 


(Answered hy Mr. Secretary Chamberlain.) | 


The expense of constructing the pier at 
Sekondi was £26,887. The pier was 
finished in April, 1902. There are no 
statistics in the Colonial Office showing 
the extent to which it has been used. 


Roumania—American Note on 
Treatment of Jews. 

Major EVANS -GORDON (Tower 
Hamlets, Stepney) : To ask the First Lord 
of the Treasury, whether the correspond- 
ence upon the note of the American 
Government regarding the treatment of 
the Jews in Roumania will be published, 
and whether the House will be given an 
opportunity of discussing the question. 


(Answered by Mr. A. J. Balfour.) The 
correspondence upon the note of the 
United States Government to which my 
honourable friend refers is not complete, 


Sugar Convention. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
To ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether, having regard to the stipula- 
tion in the Sugar Convention that it 
shall be ratified on the Ist February, 
1903, he proposes, during the present 
session, to ask the sanction of Parlia- 
ment to that Convention. 


(Answered bu Mr. A. J. Balfour.) Effect 
cannot be given to the provisions of the 
Sugar Convention without an Act of 
Parliament. The Convention, however, 
does not come into force until Ist 
September, 1903, although it has to be 
ratified by the lst February next. ‘The 
Government propose to ask for the 
sanction of Parliament by way of Resolu- 
tion, which will enable them to ratify it 
before the latter date, Ist February. 


Sentences on Members—Communications 
to the Speaker. 


Mr. JOHN MORLEY (Montrose 
Burghs): To ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury, whether he proposes to take 
any action to vindicate the right of the 
House to receive immediate reports of 
the withdrawal by a sentence of a Court 
of Law of any Member from the service 
of the House. 


(Answered by Mr, A. J. Balfour.) The 
practice is for a communication to be 
made to the Speaker when the Member 
is committed to prison, bail not being 
allowed. 1 understand that there has in 
fact been no infraction of this custom. 


Board of Education—President's Salary. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: To ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury, whether he 
can say how it is proposed to provide for 
the salary, during the current financial 
year, of the President of the Board of 
Education, who was appointed to that 
office on the 11th of August last. 


(Answered by Mr. A. J. Balfour.) The 
salary will be charged against the Educa- 
tion Vote. If this be insufficient a Sup 
plementary Estimate will be presented 
towards the close of the financial year. 
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Honours—Ministers and the Royal 
Prerogative. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: To ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury, whether the 
Royal Prerogative of conferring orders 
and honorific distinctions is exercised by 
His Majesty upon the advice of His 
Majesty’s Mimsters, or otherwise. 


(Answered by Mr. A. J. Balfour.) I 
trust that my hon. friend will not think 
jt necessary to deal by way of Question 
with the subject of Prerogative. 


Bestowal of the Garter on Sovereigns not 
of Christian Faith. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES : To ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury, can he state, 
er will he agree to a Return stating, the 
number of foreign Sovereigns on whom 
the Order of the Garter has been con- 
ferred since the year 1837, and the 
number of those Sovereigns who were 
not of Christian faith. 


y (Answered hy Mr. ri di Balfour.) There 
is, | believe, no objection to such a 
Return, though perhaps my hon. friend 
will be content with the statement 
that only three names would appear 
in such a Return of Sovereigns not of 
the Christian faith, namely, the Sultans 
of Turkey, Abdul Medjid and Abdul 
Aziz, and the late Shah of Persia. 
Greenwich Hospital and Patriotic Funds. 

Mr. REGINALD LUCAS (Ports- 
mouth): To ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury whether he is able to announce 
any decision which may have been 
reached with regard to relieving the 
Greenwich Hospital Funds in respect of 
pensions to widows of seamen killed on 
duty; and, whether he is prepared to 
consider the possibility of devoting a 
portion at least of the Patriotic Fund 
to this purpose. 


(Answered hy Mr. A. J. Balfour.) Iam 
afraid I am not yet in a position to 
announce any decision in this matter, 
but I hope before long to be able to do 
30. 


New Procedure Rules—“ Order in Debate.” 
Mr. CHAPLIN (Lincolnshire, Spald- 
ing): To ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury whether, in view of the 
condition in which the new 
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Procedure relating to Order in Debate 
is left by the Government at present, 
and having regard to the occurrences 
of Thursday last and their possible 
recurrence, he proposes to take steps, 
and, if so, when, to give effect to the 
intention expressed by himself to 
complete that Rule before the close of 
the session. 


(Answered ly Mr, A. J. Balfour.) I have 
not absolutely given up the hope that the 
House may be able to deal with the 
Order referred to by my right hon. 
friend in the course of the present 
Session, but the arrangements for 
proceeding with it must necessarily 
depend upon the progress made with 
public business. 


Royal Progress on 25th October—Bank 
Holiday Proclamation. 
sir SEYMOUR KING: To ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury, whether it 
is proposed to declare 25th October a 
Bank Holiday, at least so far as London 
is concerned. 


(Answered by Mr. A, J. Balfour.) Yes, 
so far as London is concerned, there 
will be a Bank Holiday on Saturday 
next. It is correctly stated in a public 
announcement today that the pro- 
clamation is solely intended for the 
necessities of bankers’ business arising 
out of the probable congestion in the 
streets along the route of the Royal 
progress, and will not affect the shop- 
keeping community at large nor enjoin 
a general suspension of employment. 
(2.15.) QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


The Operations in Somaliland. 
Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
Have the Government any further in- 
formation as to events in Somaliland? 


THE UNDER SECRETARY or STATE 
FOR FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Lord Cran- 
BORNE, Rochester): I have very little to 
communicate to the House beyond what 
appeared in the newspapers this morning, 
sent by the Foreign Office. I think I 
ought to begin by saying on behalf of 
the Secretary of State how deeply he 
regrets the lamentable loss of life that 
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has taken place, and the possible results 
cf the retirement which has followed. 
We have every confidence in Colonel 
Swayne, who is a very experienced ofticer 
in those regions, but, of course, Colonel 
Swayne is at the front, and he cannot be 
responsible for sending forward rein- 
forcements. Fortunately, in the ordinary 
course of his duties, General Manning, 
who is the principal military adviser in 
the Foreign Office Protectorates, arrived 
at Aden yesterday morning, and we have 
placed at his disposal, after communi- 
cating with the India Office, an Indian 
battalion, and also have ordered from 
Central Airica the reserve battalion of 
the Protectorate’s own forces. We have 
informed him that if he does not eon- 
sider this force sufficient we shall be 
quite ready to supply other troops. 
The House ought to remember, in con- 
sidering these events, that the country 
over which these operations had to take 
place is exceedingly difficult. Not only 
is the actual battlefield apparently 
covered with very thick bush, but, in 
order to get there, a large extent of 
perfectly barren and waterless country 
had to be crossed, throwing great difti- 
culties in the way of forces advancing 
in such a country. In these circum- 
staners it is not surprising that after so 
severe an action Colonel Swayne thought 
it better to retire. But we do not con- 
ceal from ourselves the fact that that 
may necessitate very much more pro- 
longed operations than we had hoped, 
and a larger foree than we had at first 
thought would be sufficient. That is 
all 1 have to tell the House at present. 


Mr. LLEWELLYN (Somerset, N.): 
Has the Lord any further in- 
formation with regard to casualties ? 


noble 


Lorp CRANBORNE: Not 
what has been published. 


beyond 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
Is the War Office or the Foreign Oftice 
responsible for the conduct of the 


campaign ? 


Lorp CRANBORNE: 


Ottice. 


The Foreign 
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H.M.S. “Terrible” —Design of Gun-carriage 
used at Ladysmith. 

Sir WILLIAM ALLAN (Gateshead) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Admiralty, what was the date of H.MS. 
“ Terrible's” leaving Hong Kong, and the 
number of days occupied by her voyage 
to Portsmouth ; what was the amount of 
coal she consumed on the voyage ; and if 
she can now steam her designed speed of 
22 knots; and if he will state who 
designed the gun-carriage for the guns 
used at Ladysmith. 


THe SECRETARY to THE ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. ArRNoLD-ForRSTER, Belfast, 
W.): The “ Terrible” left Hong Kong on 
29th July, and arrived at Portsmouth on 
[kth September, occupying fifty-one days 
on the voyage, of which thirty-four were 
steaming days, the remaining seventeen 
being spent in harbour. The amount of 
coal consumed on the voyage was 8,670 
tons, of which 7,466 tons were consumed 
when under way. On her last full-speed 
trial, in July, 1901, she developed 24°693 
horse-power for four hours. No full-speed 
trial has been made since that date. It 
is doubtful whether the ship can now 
maintain her designed speed for any 
length of time, as her boilers, engines, 
and auxiliary machinery require extensive 
repairs, such as may be expected at the 
close of a long commission. The gun- 
carriages for the guns used at Ladysmith 
were designed by Captain Perey Scott, 
and were constructed under his immediate 
supervision. 4 


Sir WILLIAM ALLAN: May I ask 
the hon. Gentleman if he is aware that 
the gun-carriage was designed by Assis- 
tant Engineer Roscoe, and not by Captain 
Percy Scott ! 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : I am_ not 
aware of that fact, and I am clear that 
the facets are as I have stated them. 


Military Service in India. 

*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for India, whether the 
correspondence which commenced with 
the telegram of the 26th February to the 
Government of India as to the conditions 
of service of British troops in India is 
complete, and when the Papers showing 
the views of the Government of India 


| will be laid before Parliament. 
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Toe SECRETARY or STATE For 
INDIA (Lord GrorGe HAmILton, Middle- 
sex, Ealing): There has been some delay 
in completing this correspondence, but I 
expect in a short time to get the final 
views of the Government of India ; until 
I receive their despatch I cannot reply as 
to what Papers will be laid before Parlia- 
ment. As the War Office and India 
Office were unable to agree as to what 
the relative apportionment of increased 
charge arising out of the change of the 
conditions of service should be, the matter 
will be referred to arbitration. 


Indian Imperial Council. 

Mr. CAINE (Cornwall, Camborne) : I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
India, whether he will give the names of 
the present members of the Indian 
Imperial Council established at the New 
Year of 1877 by Lord Lytton, under the 
Command of the late Queen-Empress ; 
and whether, looking to the desire then 
proclaimed of obtaining in matters of 
importance the counsel and advice of the 
Princes and Chiefs of India, and of 
associating them with the Paramount 
Power in a manner honourable to them- 
selves and advantageous to the Empire, 
he will state whether at the Delhi 
Coronation Durbar occasion will be taken 
to hold a session of the Council, and thus 
further the objects of the institution. 


Lorp GEORGE HAMILTON: The 
Oouncil of the Empire at present consists 
solely of ex officio members, and there is 
no intention of holding a session at Delhi 
on the occasion of the Coronation 
Durbar. 


Mr. CAINE: Is it worth while con- 
tinuing this Council in existence? It has 
not met for many years. 


‘No answer was given.) 


Assam Tea Gardens—German Liquor 
Shops. 

Mr. CAINE: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for India, if his attention 
has been called to the memorandum 
submitted to the Chief Commissioner of 
Assam by the Hon. James Buckingham, 
C.I.E., lately a member of the Vice-Regal 
Council of India, on the crime and dis- 
order produced among coolies in the 
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Assam tea gardens by the excessive 
number of liquor shops established by the 
Government throughout the tea area of 
that State; and if he has observed the 
statement of the Chief Commissioner in 
Clause 3 of his resolution on the Excise 
Report of 1901-2, to the effect that, 
although the policy of the administration 
in regard to the sale of liquor has been 
repeatedly inquired into during the 
past twenty years, a fresh investigation 
will now be opened; will he state what 
is the nature of this promised investiga- 
tion, is it now in progress, and will he 
lay upon the Table of the House a copy 
of Mr. Buckingham’s memorandum, the 
correspondence which has taken place 
between the Chief Commissioner of Assam 
and the Deputy Commissioner of Labour 
Districts in Assam, particulars of the 
inquiries into the administration in 
regard to the sale of liquor referred to 
in the Chief Commissioner's resolution, 
and a statement of the nature of the 
promised fresh investigation ! 


*Lorp GEORGE HAMILTON: 1 
understand that the memorandum in 
question has engaged the attention of 
the local administration which has 
undertaken to make a fresh inquiry into 
the excise arrangement of the Province. 
[ am incommunication with the Viceroy 
on the subject, and when I receive the 
information I have asked for, I will 
consider what papers can be presented. 


Mr. SCHWANN (Manchester, N.): Will 
the Question be considered whether the 
Government ought to be interested in 
the drink traffic in India ? 


(No answer was returned.) 


Savings Bank Funds, 

Sir ALBERT ROLLIT (Islington, 8.) : 
I beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer whether, and, if so, when, it is 
proposed to take steps to carry out the 
report and recommendations of the Select 
Committee on Savings Banks Funds, 
including certain administrative reforms ; 
and if it is intended to reduce the interest 
payable to the banks by one-eighth per 
cent., from what date such reduction is 
likely to take place, and whether notice 
will be given to the banks and to the 
public. 
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*THe CHANCELLOR or THE EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr. Ritcute, Croydon): I 


have a Bill prepared to carry out the | 
: ‘ ’ ° | 

recommendations of the Select Committee, 

reducing the interest from 20th May next | 


in the case of the Trustee Banks, and 


from Ist July next in the case of the. 
Post Ottice Banks, and I think it will | 


perhaps be advisable to introduce it in 
the hope that it may pass unopposed. 
Otherwise it must be re-introduced early 
next session with a view to passing it by 
the dates named, in which case the notice 
to depositors will be much shorter. 
Further postponement of the reduction 
in the rate of interest would involve a 
heavy charge on the taxpayers. 


Sir ALBERT ROLLIT: Will the right 
hon. Gentleman consider the desirability 
of making the date uniform in the case of 
each class of banks? It is important 
there should be notice to depositors. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.); And, if 
there is opposition, will the right hon. 
Gentleman undertake to give reasonable 
facilities for the consideration of this 
important matter ! 


*Mr. RITCHIE: Ido not think that, 
with the business at present before the 
House, we can possibly hope to get 
through a Bill of this kind if it has really 
contentious matter in it. 


Mr. LOUGH: There will be. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: But it must be intro- 
duced early next session. As to the 
Question of my hon. friend, the financial 
vear is different in the case of each class 
of banks, and, in order to make the date 


uniform, they would have to change their | 


financial year. That would be attended 
with some difliculty, and I do not want 
to add anything more to the work we 
have to do in connection with the matter. 


Agreements with Cunard Company and 
Atlantic Shipping Trust. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
I beg to ask the President of the Board 
of Trade, whether His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment propose to lay upon the Table of 
this House the terms of the agreements 
come to respectively with the Cunard 
Company as to their ships, and with Mr. 
Pierpont Morgan as to the ships acquired 
by the American Corporation known as 
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the Atlantic Shipping Trust ; and, if so, 
when; whether, during the present 
session, any opportunity will be afforded 
to this House of discussing those agree- 
ments; and on what date the first pay- 
/ments to be made by His Majesty’s 
Government under either of these agree- 
ments will become due. 


THE PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD or 
TRADE (Mr. GeraLp BaALrour, Leeds, 
Central): The Government propose to 
lay upon the Table of the House the 
formal agreements with the Cunard 
Steamship Company and the Atlantic 
Shipping Trust when these have been 
duly executed. My right hon friend the 
Prime Minister informs me that he will 
be prepared to find some evening for a 
discussion of the subject, if desired, after 
the agreements have been laid. It is 
unlikely that any payment under the 
agreement with the Cunard Steamship 
Company will fall due during the present 
financial year. The agreement with the 
Atlantie Shipping Trust does not involve 
any additional burden on the Exchequer, 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Will the 


right hon. Gentleman be geod enough to 


| give an indication as to when the Papers 


are likely to be laid on the Table of the 
House ? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I cannot 
name a date, but I hope it will not be 
very long. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): We 
are told it is to involve no financial 
burden on the Exchequer. But at what 
rate of interest is the money to be ad- 
vanced ? . 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: No money 
is to be advanced to the Atlantic Shipping 
Trust. 


Argentine Cattle Trade -Remount 
Supplies. 


Mr. SCHWANN: I beg to ask the 
President of the Board ot Agriculture, 
whether, in view of the late rise in the 
prices of meat, negotiations have yet been 
conducted and carried to a favourable 
issue with the Government of the 
Argentine Republic for the admission of 
live cattle for slaughter at certain ports 
in this country, due precautions having 
been taken before embarkation to inquire 
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into the healthy condition of the cattle ; 
and will he say when such admission will 
be allowed. 


Mr. CHAPLIN (Lincolnshire, Sleaford): 
Before my right hon. friend answers that 
Question may I ask him whether his 
attention has been drawn to the follow- 
ing paragraph in the Report of the 
Committee of Inquiry upon the question 
of remounts :— 

“They (the horses) were all subject to final 

approval in Buenos Ayres, where they were 
collected in large cattle pens which had been 
erected for the storing of cattle, but which were 
then vacant owing to the existence of the foot- 
and-mouth disease.” 
And whether, under those circumstances, 
the admissionof live cattle from Argentina 
for slaughter might not inflict incaleu- 
lable mischief on this country. 


Tue PRESIDENT oF tae BOARD 
or AGRICULTURE (Mr. Hansury, 
Preston): The negotiations referred to 
in the Question are not yet concluded. 
Admission will be allowed when the 
Argentine regulations are such as to 
afford adequate security against the 
admission of diseased animals into this 
country. The hon. Member is, I pre- 
sume, aware that both this year and 
last we have received more meat from 
the Argentine than ever previously—and 
that the first nine months of this year 
especially show a very large excess above 
the record of any previous nine months. 
At the present rate the imports of meat 
from the Argentine this year should be 
about 20 per cent. more than in 1899, 
the year before the ports were closed to 
live cattle. 


Mr. SCHWANN: But is it not the 
fact that the total imports of meat into 
the United Kingdom during last year 
show a considerable reduction ? 


Mr. HANBURY: That may be true, 
but the fact that there has been a drought 
in Australia and a shortage of maize in 
the United States is no argument for 
doing that which would involve the risk 
of importing disease into this country 
from the Argentine. 


Mr. CHAPLIN: Will my right hon. 
friend give the House an opportunity of 
discussing this question of the restrictions 
on the importation of cattle from 
Argentina before they are removed ? 


© 
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Mr. HANBURY: That is a Question 
which must be put to my right hon. 
friend the First Lord of the Treasury. 


Limerick Postmastership. 

Mr. JOYCE (Limerick): I beg to ask 
the Postmaster General, whether he is 
aware that there is a vacancy for post- 
master at Limerick ; and whether, se ing 
that five-sixths of the population of the 
city are Roman Catholics, and that all 
local superior appointments, with one 
exception, are held by Protestants, and 
that no Roman Catholic has filled the 
position for the past thirty-five years, he 
will now consider the advisability of 
selecting an Irishman and a Roman 
Catholic for the post. 


THE POSTMASTER GENERAL (Mr. 
AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN, Worcestershire, 
E.): The vacancy has been notified in 
the usual manner in the Post Office 
Circular, and in due course I shall 
appoint the candidate who, in my 
opinion, is best qualified for the post 
without inquiring as to his nationality or 
religious belief. 


Monasterevan (Ireland) Railway 
Accident. 

Mr. BELL (Derby): I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Trade, whether 
his attention has been called to an accident 
which occurred at Monasterevan, Great 
Southern and Western Railway, Ireland, 
on the 11th of November last year, when 
the line gave way under the 10.5 p.m. 
train from Kingsbridge to Cork, causing 
a milk truck and the guard’s van to roll 
down the embankment, injuring the 
guard ; and, if so, will he state the cause 
of the line giving way and the date the 
Company reported such accident to the 
Board ot Trade. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Yes, Sir. 
My attention has been called to the 
accident referred to. It would appear 
from the Railway Company's explana- 
tions that relaying operations had been 
in progress at the place in question, and 
from some cause which has not been 
ascertained the rear portion of a goods 
train was derailed, The Company's 
officers were unable to agree as to the 
cause of the accident, and as the oe- 
| currence was not reported to the Board 
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of Trade until the 21st August last, the | has any, and, if so, what explanation to 
Department had not an opportunity of | give of the neglect in any case of the 


ordering an inquiry at a time when a 
formal investigation would have been of 
service. The Company have explained 
that the delay in reporting the accident 
was due to an oversight, which they 


regret, and they state that steps have | 


been taken to ensure that any future 
accidents shall be promptly reported to 
the Board. 


Cork Steamship Service —Subsidy to 
Clyde Shipping Company. 

Mr. JOYCE: | beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland, whether his attention has been 
called to the fact that a subsidy of £500 
has again been granted by the Congested 
Districts Board to the Clyde Shipping 
Company for running asteamer from Cork 
to the south-western seaboard of Ireland ; 
and whether, seeing that the Limerick 
Harbour Boardand Chamber of Commerce 
have protested strongly against this 
grant in view of a similar subsidy having 
been refused to Limerick, which is a 
competing port, he will say what steps 
he proposes to take in the matter. 


Tur CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Wynpbuam, Dover): Re- 
presentations in favour of a continuance 
of the subsidy were received from the 


Kerry County Council, the Cork Chamber 


of Commerce, and from a number of 
other local bodies and leading traders. 
ry » . 
Che Board has approved of payment of 
the subsidy, as a tentative measure, for 
a further period of one year. 


Convictions of Nationalist Members — 
Communications to the Speaker. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he will state 
how many Members of the House of 
Commonsz have been arrested under the 
provisions of the Criminal Law and Pro- 
cedure (Ireland) Act, on the warrants of 
resident magistrates, and sentenced to 
imprisonment by resident magistrates in 


the interval between the adjournment | 


of the House of Commons on &th August 
and the present time; and whether he 
can state the names of the Gentlemen so 
arrested and sentenced and the terms of 
their imprisonment ; and whether he 


resident magistrates to communicate to 
the Speaker of tne House of Commons 
the fact of the arrest and commitment 
by them of Members of this House. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Three hon. Mem- 
bers—tfor the Birr Division of King’s 
County, for South Mayo, and jor East 
Galway—having failed to appear in 
answer to summonses, were arrested on 
the warrants of resident magistrates 
and sentenced to two months with hard 
labour, three months with hard labour. 
and four months with hard labour re- 
spectively. On appeal, the sentence on the 
first hon. Member was confirmed, but 
the hard labour was remitted. In the 
other two cases appeals are pending. No 
other hon. Members have been arrested, 
but the hon. Member for the Tullamore 
Division of King’s County was sentenced 
to two months with hard labour. This 
sentence has beenreduced on appeal to one 
month without hard labour. Two hon. 
Members, therefore—for the Birr Division 
and the Tullamore Division—are de barred 
from attending this House. ‘Two others— 
for South Mayoand East Galway—having 
been arrested on warrants, are at liberty 
pending appeal. !n reply to the second 
part of the Question, communications, 
whether from resident magistrates or 
County Court judges, are addressed 
directly to Mr. Speaker, and not through 
the Irish Government. I understand 
that Mr. Speaker received acommunica- 
tion in respect of the two hon. Members 
who are debarred from attending the 
House, but that no communication 
reached him in respect to the hon. Mem- 
bers for South Mayo and East Galway, 
who are not so debarred. [Laughter.| 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: This is no 


laughing matter. 


Mr. MACVEAGH (Down, 8.): And 


you will soon learn that. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I want to 
ask whether the resident magistrates 
have, in any case whatever, sent letters 
to Mr. Speaker which have been sup- 
pressed in Dublin Castle by the right 
hon. Gentleman's orders. 
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Mr. WYNDHAM : No, Sir, I do not 
think the hon. Member listened to my 
answer. I said that all these communica- 
tions go direct to Mr. Speaker, and not to 
the Irish Office. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Now, I will 
ask another Question. I want to know 
this—whether it was not at the instance 
of the Exeeutive Government that the 
resident magistrates failed to comply 
with the ordinary courtesies to this 
House, and whether it is not in accord- 
ance with precedent that, immediately 
a warrant is issued against a Member of 
this House and he is arrested, a com- 
munication should be addressed to Mr. 
‘speaker, and why that was not done in 
this ease. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I will not go into 
the question of precedent, but I will say 
that no action was taken, and no action 
was left undone, at the instance of the 
Executive Government. 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN (Kilkenny) : 
Has the right hon. Gentleman read 
the whole sentence in each case? Is it 
not the fact that each hon. Member was, 
in addition, required to go to prison for 
three months in lieu of giving bail, on 
the expiration of each sentence, for his 
future good behaviour ? 4 


ey 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I have endeavoured 
to answer the Question on the Paper. 
Nationalist eries of ** You have not.” | 
It is impossible to give all the details. 1 
have answered the Question on the Paper. 
Nationalist cries of “ You have not.’’| 
I have endeavoured to give all the infor- 
mation that is material. The hon 
Member is quite right in stating that 
certainly in one case, in the case of the 
hon. Member for South Mayo, it is 
present to my mind that he was called 
upon to give bail, and I dare say in some 
of the other cases. 


Mr. WILLIAM O'BRIEN (Cork): These 
are what the right hon. Gentleman calls 
matters of detail! Is it not the fact that 
the sentences actually imposed on these 
men are just double what the right hon. 
Gentleman has stated to the House ? 
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Mr. JAMES LOWTHER (Kent, Isle 
of Thanet): Are we to understand that 
there has been any failure on the part 
of any judicial officer in Ireland to per- 
form the immemorial practice of 
acquainting you, Sir, officially with the 
sentence passed ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Upon the facts 
stated by the right hon. Gentleman, I 
do not understand that there has been 
any failure. Four cases have been 
referred to: in two of them the hon. 
Members in question were committed to 
prison, and in those cases notices have 


been given. The other two were cases 
in which there was an arrest of two 


hon. Members in order that they might 
answer to a charge which they were 
summoned to answer; when those cases 
came before the magistrates, | think I 
am right in saying they were convicted, 
but were let out on bail during an 
appeal. In such acase the duty of the 
magistrate does not arise. It is ‘aid 
down in ‘‘ May's Parliamentary Practice ” 
—and | think correctly laid down—that 
the duty of the magistrate arises when 
he has committed a criminal to prison 
and when he is detained there without 
bail. In all the cases in which the duty 
arose it seems to me to have been 
complied with. As far as I am com- 
petent to judge, it has also been com- 
plied with in the case of the hon. 
Member vfor North Leitrim, who was 
convicted on Thursday. I have read 
this afternoon tothe House a letter from 
the resident magistrate stating his con- 
viction and sentence. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: In Mr. 


M‘Hugh’s case he has appealed, and he 


is at liberty. I wish to bring under 
your notice the fact that one of the 
resident magistrates, whose name | 


heard you, Sir, read out, a Mr. Brown, 
presided in two Courts in which 
Members of this House have been con- 
victed ; they appealed, but he did not 
communicate with you. If he has com- 
municated with you now, what is the 
meaning of this variance ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The facts are as I 
stated them, as far as I am aware, and 
they seem to me to be in accordance 
with the ordinary rule. 


I 
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Caprain DONELAN (Cork, E.): Is it 
not a fact that King’s County is at 
present deprived of all representation in 
this House ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That 
does not arise out of the Question. The 
(Juestion on the Paper has been fully 
answered. If hon. Members desire to 
ask other Questions on this matter, they 
must put them down onthe Paper. 


Mr. LOGAN (Leicestershire, Harboro): 
I wish to ask 


*\Mr. SPEAKER : Order, order! Ihave 
said that the Question has been fully 
answered. 

O'BRIEN : 


Mr. WILLIAM Permit 


me— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! Ifany 
hon. Member wishes to ask a further 
Question he must put it down in the 
ordinary way. 


*Mr. DELANY (Queen’s Co., Ossory) : 
On a point of order, | wish to ask 
whether you, Sir, are aware that the 
hon. Member for the Birr Division was 
in prison under arrest, pending his trial 
on a warrant for non-appearance, for 
nine days in Tullamore Jail. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I do not know how 
the fact was; I will assume that the 
hon. Member is quite correct, but that 
does not affect what I have stated. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: But if that 
is so, ought not you to have been in- 
formed ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I have already 
stated what I conceive to be the duty 
laid down for magistrates under the 
practice of this House. I cannot allow it 
to be argued. 


Mr. MACVEAGH : It will be argued, 
anyhow. I wish to ask whether Mr. 
Speaker is aware that the hon. Memberfor 
East Galway will be committed to prison 
tomorrow, and that Questions put down 
on the Paper now cannot be asked 
before the hon. Member is committed. 
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*Mr. SPEAKER: That certainly does 
not arise out of this Question. 


Convictions under the Crimes Act. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he will 
state how many persons were sentenced 
to terms of imprisonment with hard 
labour under The Criminal Law and 
Procedure (Ireland) Act, 1887, sinee its 
enactment in July, 1887, and the sus 
pension of its operation in Ireland under 
the provisions of the Statute in 1892: 
and how many persons have been 
sentenced to terms of imprisonment with 
hard labour since the Proclamation of 
April, 1902, placing certain counties of 
Ireland under the operation of this Act 
and the present time. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The number in 
the first-nentioned period was 1,601. 
The number since April last is forty- 
eight ; this latter number includes cases 
in which sentences have been varied on 
appeal, and also eases in which appeals 
are now pending. 


Sergeant Sullivan, Royal Irish Con- 
stabuiary. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can 
explain why a constable of the Royal 
Irish Constabulary, who was one of the 
accomplices of ex-Sergeant Sheridan oi 
that force in the perpetration of crime 
and the conviction by perjured evidence 
of innocent persons for the crime +o 
perpetrated, is still a member of thi 
Royal Irish Constabulary. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: One constable 
admitted at the Inquiry that the chiei 
part of his evidence was not true of his 
own knowledge, but urged that he 
believed it to be true, because Sergeant 
Sheridan told him so. Sheridan’s othe: 
accomplices resigned, but this constable 
refused to do so, and has been stationed 
at the depot since August, 1901. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: And is 
this man to remain inthe pay of the 
Crown while Irish Members are put on 


_a plank bed? 
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Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR. (Liverpool, 
Scotland): Will the right hon. Gentle- 
man give the name of the case in which 
this constable gave admittedly false 
evidence ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The course pursued 
by the Government in this matter was 
explained by me so recently as on the 
23rd July last.+ I must refer the hon. 
and learned Member to the statement 
made by me on that occasion. 


Mr. T. P.O'CONNOR: Butthisisaques- 
tion which can be immediately answered. 
There were three or four cases in which 
Sheridan committed perjury, and I want 
to know the particular ease in which 
this constable who is retained in the force 


did SO. 

Mr. WYNDHAM: T can only refer 
the hon. Member to my previous state- 
ment. To that I adhere. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: And is the 
richt Gentleman aware that this 
coustable is at the depot giving instruc- 
tion to new entrants into the force. ? 


hon. 


Nationalist Members Imprisoned for 
Speeches. 

Mr. LEAMY (Kildare,N.): [beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Treland, how many Members of this 
House representing Trish constituencies 
have been sentenced to terms of imprison- 
ment in Ireland during the past twelve 
months on charges based wpon_ political 
speeches made by them; how many 
of them have sentenced to hard 
labour; and will he say if such sentence 
involves sleeping on a plank bed and a 
dietary for several days of bread and 
water. 


been 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Exclusive of the 
case of the hon. Member for East Clare, 
who has been ordered by the King’s 
Bench Division to give sureties for good 
behaviour or to go to prison in default, 
seven Members were convicted and 
sentenced to imprisonment during the 
past twelve months. One was convicted 
on three different occasions, and one on 
two Appeals were lodged 
against seven convictions; in four cases 
the convictions were confirmed, and in 
three the appeals are pending. Another 
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conviction came before the Superior 
Court on a case stated, which was dis- 
missed. Four Members were sentenced 
to hard labour; on appeal, this was 
removed in two cases. A sentence of 
hard labour involves sleeping on a plank 
bed, without a mattress, for the first 
fourteen days of sentence, unless the 
Medical Officer shall otherwise order. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: What 


about the raiders ? 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: What about 
Jameson? [Nationalist cheers and dis- 
order. | 


Mr. WYNDHAM (continuing): The 
Irish Prison Rules, like those in operation 
in England, prescribe that every prisoner 
shall be supplied with ‘a sufficient 
quantity of wholesome food, according 
to a seale or scales of diet.” If the hon. 
Member will refer to these Rules, which 
have been laid on the Table of the House, 
he will find that a sentence of hard labour 
does not entail a dietary of bread and 
water. 


Mr. ‘JOHN MORLEY (Montrose 
Burghs): May Lask the right hon. Gentle- 
man whether there has been any case 
before of proceedings under the Criminal 
Law and Procedure (Ireland) Act of 1887 
where sentences of hard labour were 
imposed ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: In reply to a 
previous Question, I stated that there 
were 1,601. [A NationaLIst MEMBER: 
That was the total convictions. | 


Mr. JOHN MORLEY: Cases with 
hard labour ? 
Mr. WYNDHAM: Yes, Sir; 1,601 


cases where the sentence imposed by the 
Court of First Instance entailed hard 
labour. 

SWIFT 


Mr. MACNEILL: 


wrong. 


Utterly 


Mr. JOHN MORLEY: Do vou mean 
that under the administration of the 
Prime Minister in Ireland there were 


| 1,601 cases of hard labour ? 


I 2 
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Tue PRIME MINISTER anv FIRST 
LORD or rHE TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
Batrour, Manchester, E.): Under me, 
and subsequently. 


Mr. JOHN MORLEY : 1,601 cases of 
hard labour ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: That is so. 


Mr. JOHN MORLEY: I mean, of 
course, for offences under the Criminal 
Law Procedure Amendment Act (Ire- 
land), 1887 ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Yes, Sir. 


Mr. LOGAN : I desire to ask whether 
I am right in supposing that a sentence 
which carries with it hard labour 
also carries disqualification to sit as a 
county or district councillor. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That 
does not arise out of the Question. 
The Question has been fully answered. 


Mr. DEVLIN (Belfast S.): I would 
ask, Sir—— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Closure 
him; he has only spoken once, like 
O'Donnell. 


Mr. DEVLIN again rose. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! There 
must be some end to these supplementary 
(Juestions. 


Mr. DEVLIN once more rose. 


*Mr. SPEAKER : Does the hon. Mem- 
ber rise on a point of order ? 


Mr. DEVLIN: Yes, Sir. I want to 
know whether hard labour was inflicted 
on, Mr. O’Brien when he was convicted. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! I 
must ask the hon. Member to conform 
to the rules of the House. Rightly or 
wrongly, the Speaker has to be the judge 
in these matters, and I have given my 
decision. 
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Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND rose to 
put a further Question. 


*Mr SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
has been long in the House, and he 
must know that business cannot be pro- 
perly conducted if Members persist in 
putting these supplementary (Questions. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: L have 
no desire whatever to unduly prolong 
Questions, but am I not entitled to ask 
a Question arising out of a reply of the 
right hon. Gentleman as to the accuracy 
of one of the statements he made ! 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
should put down his Question. The 
(Question on the Paper has been fully 
answered. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Then I 
beg to give notice that I will put down 
a (Juestion. 


Mr. MACVEAGH: Are you aware 
that the Clerks at the Table have 
repeatedly ruled that they cannot allow 
a (Juestion bearing upon a Question which 
has already been answered ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The rulings are given 
by me, and not by the Clerks at the 
Table. A Question may be put to elicit 
a particular fact without referring to an 
answer previously given. 


Mr. MACVEAGH: Mine has _ been 
rejected for that reason. 


Judge Curran and the Mullingar Grand 
Jury. 

Mr. WILLIAM O'BRIEN: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland, has he observed 
that at the Mullingar Quarter Sessions, 
in the proclaimed county of Westmeath, 
there was no criminal case for trial except 
a charge of burglary against a soldier, 
and that the Grand Jury unanimously 
passed a resolution respectfully request- 
ing the Government to remove the procla- 
mation of the county on account of its 
peaceful and crimeless condition : 
whether he is aware that County Court 
Judge Curran, who presided, tore up the 


resolution and threw the pieces of paper 
towards the Grand Jury, and, when one 
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of the Grand Jury asked to be informed 
of any case of boycotting in the county, 
the judge threatened him with imprison- 
ment; and seeing that Grand Juries in 
Ireland have habitually passed resolutions 
dealing with the state of the country 
which have been received by the judges, 
will the Government take any steps to 
secure the freedom of speech of Grand 
Juries, when respectfully representing to 
the Government the crimelessness of pro- 
claimed districts. 


Mr. WY NDHAM: I have seen a news- 
paper account of the proceedings in 
question. The learned judge is reported 
to have congratulated the Grand Jury 


on the freedom of the district from 
ordinary crime. He expressed regret, 
however, at the introduction of the 


“thin edge’ of boycotting,” and referred, 
trom his lengthened experience, to the 
serious result of the system. To what 
extent the newspaper report is an 
iceurate record of what took place I 
cannot say. The Government has no 
responsibility in the matter mentioned 
in the concluding part of the Question. 


Mr. WILLIAM O'BRIEN: May Task 
whether the Chief Secretary has givenus an 
official communication from the county- 
court judge ; and whether it is not a fact 
that all the newspapers reported that 
after tearing up the resolution and throw- 
ing it at the Grand Jury the judge said, 
* There’s vour precious resolution”? Will 
the right hon. Gentleman inform Judge 
Curran that if on a question of local 
knowledge twenty-three Grand Jurymen 
living in the neighbourhood—— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! This 
is really making a speech on the Question. 


Mr. WILLTAM O'BRIEN : [ think you 
might allow me to finish my Question. 
When have putit [will bowat onceto your 
ruling. What I desire to ask is whether, 
if a difference of opinion arises on a local 
matter between the judge and the jury, 
the Chief Secretary will inform the judge 
that the difference of opimion ought not 
to be treated as acrime for which Grand 


Jurors are to be committed to prison ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: No, Sir; I never 


make conununications to judges. 
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Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: It is 
very hard to put a Question amid the 
bursts of laughter of the bon. Members 
opposite who do not know what imprison- 
ment 1s. 


(Juestions. 


Mr. MACVEAGH : Some of them do. 
Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Yes. Is 


the right hon. Gentleman aware that this 
Judge Curran is to try Mr, O’Donnell’s 
appeal ! 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That 
does not arise out of the Question. 


Mr. WILLIAM O'BRIEN: In reference 
to the last reply of the Chief Secretary, 
might I ask the Prime Minister whether, 
now that the County Courts in Ireland 
form a portion of the exceptional 
tribunals 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member cannot ask a Question of the 
Prime Minister now. 


Mr. WILLIAM O'BRIEN : Why not ? 


I have asked them hundreds of times. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Because the Question 
on the Paper is disposed of, and the proper 
order is to take the next Question, 


Mr. WILLIAM O'BRIEN : Well, but 
Mr. Speake ,this is a Question entirely and 
directly arising out of the answer of the 
Chief Secretary. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member's 
Question was addressed to a different 
Minister altogether, and he cannot inter 
polate Questions to any Minister. 


Mr. WILLIAM O'BRIEN: Then T shall 
put the Question to the Chief Secretary 
himself. I beg to ask him whether, having 
regard to his answer that it is not possible 
for him at present to address any com- 
munications to county court judges in 
reference to any controversial questions, 
he will not recommend that the salaries 
of those judges should be taken off the 
Consolidated Fund, so that it may be 
possible for us to criticise their action ? 

*Mr. SPEAKER : Order, order! That 
does not arise out of the Question. 

Mr. MURPHY (Kerry, E.): May I 
ask the Chief Secretary why Judge 
Curran was removed 
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*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order. That 
does not arise out of the Question. 


Mr. MURPHY: Will you allow me to 
complete it ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: No, I will not. 


AN Hon. MEMBER: Because he is an 
Irishman. 


Mr. MURPHY: Then I will put it 


down. 


Mr. DELANY: Do not the criminal 
statistics for the last three months show— 


*Mr. SPEAKER : Order, order ! That 
does not arise out of the Question. 


Mr. DELANY: Show there is no 


crime—— 
*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 


Sergeant Sullivan, Royal Irish Constabu- 
lary Position of Mr. T. P. Nolan. 

Mr. WILLIAM O'BRIEN: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to .the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether his atten- 
tion has been called to the evidence of 
Thomas Patrick Nolan, expert in hand- 
writing, an official of the Local Govern- 
ment Board, on the hearing of the 
prosecution against the editor, manager, 
and printer of the Jrish People newspaper, 
that he agreed with Mr. Gurrin, the 
Treasury expert, that the forged letter, 
purporting to come from Mr. John 
MacHale, president of the West Mayo 
United Irish League, arranging for a 
murderous outrage, waS in the hand- 
writing of Sergeant Sullivan, Royal 
irish Constabulary, of Mulranny; whether 
he is aware that Nolan further avowed 
that, notwithstanding his own conclusion, 
he was employed by Sergeant Sullivan 
at the Sligo and Dublin trials to discredit 
the evidence of Mr. Gurrin and so shield 
Sergeant Sullivan from justice ; and will 
he say whether Sergeant Sullivan has 
been called upon for any explanation ; 
has he heen dismissed from the force; 
and whether any steps will be taken to 
prosecute him for perjury. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Chief Crown 
Solicitor reports that on the occasion 
mentioned Mr. Nolan, in answer to 
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questions put to him on cross-examina- 
tion, stated that in the Sullivan case 
three or four experts had not come to an 
opposite conclusion to his, and further 
that, as far as he was aware, Mr. Gurrin 
had not come to an opposite conclusion 
to his. These are the only avowals made 
by Mr. Nolan. There is no foundation, 
so far as I know, for the other statements 
concerning him contained in the ()uestion. 
Sergeant Sullivan was tried and acquitted 
on the charge of writing a certain letter. 
He cannot, of course, be prosecuted on 
the same charge, nor would it be right 
to speculate on the possible efiect which 
another expert witness might have pro- 
duced on the minds of a jury who 
acquitted a man in opposition to evidence 
of the experts who were examined as 
witnesses against him. 


Mr. WILLIAM O'BRIEN: Will any 
special steps be taken to prevent this 
man committing further acts of perjury 
—I respectfully press for an answer. 


Mr. WYNDHAM. The hon. Member 
must know — 


NATIONALIST cries: No, no! 


Mr. WYNDHAM resumed his seat. 


Imprisonment of Mr. O'Flanagan, J.P. 
Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: | beg: 
ask the Chief Secr2tary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland, if Mr. O' Flanagan. 
J.P., Chairman of the District Council 
of Cordfin, was recently sentenced to 
four months imprisonment with hard 
labour under the Crim nal Law and 
Procedure (Ireland) Act, 1887, and if he 
will state what was the character of his 
punishment ; whether he had to sleep on 
a plank bed: whether he had tor any 
time, and, if so, for how long a time. 
to subsist on bread and water; and if 
he has become insane, and has had to 

be transferred to a lunatic asylum. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The following 
report has been made by the Governor 
of Limerick Prison through the General 
Prisons Board— 

“Mr. Flanagan was committed to this 
prison from Corotin Petty Sessions on 17th 
June last for four calendar months’ hard labour 
under the Act referred to. He s!ept on a 





nd 
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plank for the two nights sueceeding his com- 
mitment to prison, after which he was given a 
full bed on the recommendation of the medical 
otlicer. He was not subjected to any punish- 
ment, and at no time did he get or subsist on 
bread and water. Hisemployment for the first 
month of his sentence was chopping wood for 
manufacture into firewood, and during the 
remainder of his time he was engaged at 
carpentry work. On the 12th September, 
having complained of being unwell, he was 
placed under medical treatinent, and on the 
13th was removed to the prison hospital. On 
the 14th September, typhoid having developed, 
the medical officer recommended his discharge 
from prison, and he was accordingly released 
on the Lith September, by order ot the Lords 
Justices, and removed to the County 
Limerick Infirmary under the supervision of 
the medical ofticer, who is physician to the 
lutirmary. He remained there under treatment, 
in the meantime, bat having lately become 
insane he was on the 11th instant committed 
from the Intirmary to the Limerick District 
Lunatic Asylum. During the thirteen weeks 
he had heen in custody at this prison he made 
no complaint as to his treatment. When he 
had been only three weeks in prison he got a 
pint of new milk extra, dailv, which was 
continued up to the time of his removal to 
hospital and since the Sth August he had been 
vetting C. Diet instead of B. diet.” 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I hold the 
hon. Gentleman responsible for this man’s 
‘ondition. 


Caprain DONELAN: Will a) sworn 


inquiry be held into this case ! 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I must ask for 
notice of that. 


*Mr. SPEAKER : Order, order! It is 
now five minutes to three, and Questions 
must stop, except those relating to 
business and matters of urgent public 
Iniportance. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE, 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I propose to take 
the Education Bill continuously at each 
afternoon sitting in the course of this 
week and on Friday, and to put down 
the London Water Bill as second Order. 
At the evening sitting to-day I propose 
to take the Second Reading of the 
Expiring Laws Continuance Bill, con- 
sideration of the Patent Law Amend- 
ment Bill, and the Local Authorities 
Billsin Parliament) Bill, Second Reading. 
The same Bills will be proceeded with 
to-morrow, but [ am afraid I cannot 
answer at present as to the evening 
sittings on Wednesday or Thursday. 


Affairs. 246 
Sir H. CAMPBELL- 3ANNERMAN : 


It would perhaps meet the desires of a 
good many Members, in the present some- 
what fluid condition of the Rules, if I ask 
what becomes of the remaining Questions 
which have not been put to-day, and 
whether they will come on at a definite 
time or drop altogether. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The answers 
will be printed and circulated with the 
Votes tomorrow. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Could we 
not now have an answer to a Question in 
the name of the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for Montrose Burghs. 


*\Mr. SPEAKER : No ; all the Questions 
that have not been answered will be 
answered in the Votes tomorrow. 


IRISH AFFAIRS—NATIONALIST 
DEMAND FOR A GENERAL DISCUSSION, 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: — Perhaps 
the right hon. Gentleman will allow 
me to ask him whether he has recon- 
sidered the demand of the Irish 
Members for an opportunity of discus- 
sing the state of affairs in Ireland. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Perhaps it will 
be better if I make the matter perfectly 
clear, though it was my intention to do 
xo before. The position, as I understand, 
with regard to a discussion upon Irish 
affairs, is this. There was a long and 
important debate upon the proclamation 
under the Crimes Act last session. There 
was, subsequent to that, another long and 
important debate upon the condition of 
Ireland on Irish Supply. That took 
place, I think, in July. Had it not been 
for the circumstance to which we owe 
this meeting at the present time, the 
opportunity which hon. Gentlemen desire 
could not have occurred. I think I stated 
on Thursday that it is in conformity with 
the invariable practice of the House that 
we cannot break into the ordinary pro- 
cedure, except on the demand of the 
Opposition asa whole. [NATIONALIST cries 
of ** Who are the Opposition !”| ‘That is 
perfectly well understood. But, quite 
outside and beyond that well known 
safety valve for criticism upon the 
administration, there is, of course, that 
supplied by the power which hon. Gentle- 
men have, if they get the necessary sup- 


port, of moving the adjournment. I do 
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hope the hon. Gentleman will think that 
not an insufficient nor a wholly unsym- 
pathetic reply to his Question. 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: Speaking 
zor my colleagues, I say we consider the 
answer most unsatisfactory. 


Str H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
As the right hon. Gentleman has referred 
to-day and on a previous day to the action 
which may be taken by the Opposition as 
a whole, I would venture to submit to 
him that that reference to my friends and 
myself is hardly so much in accordance as 
he thinks with established practice. I 
pass by the point, which is very im- 
portant, that when the Crimes Act was 
made permanent there was a distinct 
promise given—I think by the right hon. 
Gentleman himself in another capacity 
than that which he now occupies—that 
the House, on any important action being 
taken under the new law, should have an 
opportunity of being informed of the 
whole subject. But, leaving that on one 
side, I submit to the right hon. Gentle- 
man that here we have a purely Irish 
question, and any of us can see by read- 
ing the newspapers and by the events 
that are passing under our observation 
every day, what reason there is for the 
representatives of Ireland to challenge, if 
they choose, the administration of affairs, 
and elicit from the Government a state- 
ment of the grounds upon which they are 
proceeding. The question is an Irish one, 
and this is a demand made by the con- 
stitutional representatives of Ireland. I 
should have thought that demand, in the 
circumstances, could not be refused. I 
cannot imagine, for instance, such a series 
of events occurring in Scotland and 
Scottish Members making such a demand 
and its being refused. I cordially and 
sincerely join with the Irish Members in 
supporting the demand for an opportunity 
of discussing the question, and I would 
beg the right hon. Gentleman to observe 
that it is to the constitutional demand of 
the Irish representatives that I think he 
owes it, and not to any instance or desire 
on the part of my friends here. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I must frankly 
say that I cannot accept the doctrine 
laid down by the right hon. Gentleman, 
which seems to me to be of a wholly 
Separatist kind. He seems to think that 
the misgovernment of Ireland, if it be 


Mr. A. Pd Balfour, 
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misgovernment, or good government, isa 
purely Irish question. I do not admit that 
fora moment. The right hon. Gentleman 
says he supports the demand of the 
Irish Members. If, by supporting their 
demand, he means that he joins, as Leader 
of the Opposition, in making it, that 
demand will be at once granted, but | 
think there was a certain ambiguity 
in the phraseology of the right hon. 
Gentleman, which, perhaps, he will 
clear up. 


Sik H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
I have said that I entirely support the 
demand of the Irish Members, but that 
| consider it should be their demand and 
not mine. 


Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN: I think I 
am entitled to ask the right hon. Gentle- 
man what state of mind he is now in, 
what answer he has to give to the Ques- 
tion which I put ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: There is a 
perfectly clear and definite meaning 
attached to the process | described. 
The hon. Gentleman asks shat state of 
mind [I am in now. I am in rather a 
confused state of mind as to the position 
taken up by the right hon. Gentleman 
opposite. As soon as that is cleared up 
I will give the hon. Gentleman an 
answer. 


SERGEANT SULLIVAN, ROYAL TRUSH 
CONSTABULARY—MOTION FOR AD- 
JOURNMENT. 

Mr. WILLIAM O'BRIEN rose in his 
place. andaskedleaveto moyethe Adjourn- 
ment of the House for the purpose of dis- 
cussinga definite matter of urgent public 
importance, viz., “the conduct of the 
Government in Ireland in reference to 
the charges of forgery, manufacture of 
outrage and perjury against Sergeant 
Sullivan of the Royal Irish Constabulary, 
and the danger of his absconding;”’ but 
the pleasure of the House not having 
been signified, Mr. SPEAKER called on 
those Members who supported the Motion 
to rise in their places, and not less than 
forty Members having accordingly risen 
the Motion stood over. under Stand- 
ing Order No. 17, until the Evening 
Sitting, this day. 
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NATIONAL EXPENDITURE. 
Ordered, That Mr. Austen Chamberlain 


be discharged from the Select Com- 
mittee.—(Sir Alexander Acland-Hood.) 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That Mr. Hayes Fisher be added to the 
Select Committee.” — (Sir Alexander 
Aclund-Hood.) 


Captain DONELAN: I havea Motion 
on the Paper to substitute the name of 


Mr. Michael Reddy. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The Motion cannot 
be made, but the hon. Gentleman may 
object to the name which has been 
proposed. 


= Captain DONELAN: I do object, «nd 
with regard to the Gentleman whose 
name I proposed I say the Motion may 
be unusual, but the circumstances are 
also unusual, and the Irish Party desire 
to mark their appreciation, the admira- 
tion and esteem of their colleague who 
is now in prison. This is the oppor- 
tunity they take of doing so. Al- 
though Mr. Reddy is at present under- 
going hard labour in Tullamore Gaol, his 

under the circumstances, 
appreciate him far more in prison than if 
he were on the floor of the House. Mr. 


colle: agues, 
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county court judge who, witkin the last 
week, disgraced himself on the bench——- 


Order, order! These 
relevant to the 


*Mr. SPEAKER: 
observations are not 
Question before the House, namely, 
whether or not Mr. Hayes Fisher should 
be added to the Committee. The hon. 
Gentleman objected to that name, because 
he thought that another Irish representa- 
tive should be on the Committee ; but the 
hon. Member cannot discuss the merits 
of a particular name or person on the 
present Motion. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: 


most strongly— 


I object 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 
one speech can be made. 


Only 


Mr. SWIFT 
Captain Donelan) : 
your speech yet. 


MACNEILL (addressing 
You have not finished 


CapTain DONELAN: I venture to 
point out that Mr. Hayes Fisher— — 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member has already spoken. 


(3.18.) Question put by Mr. Speaker in 
pursuance of Standing Order No, 16. 


Ayes, 222 ; Noes, 





Reddy was sentenced to 
and that 


ve James Tynte 
Avuew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir ‘William 

Atkinsi ° Rt. Hon. John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Caleaal James Robert 
Balearres, Lord 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. A. J.(Manceh’r 
Balfour, Rt Hn Gerald W. (Leeds 
Barry, sig Francis T. (Windsor 
Bartley, George C, 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Bignold, Arthur 
Bill, Charles 
Black, Alexander William 
Blundell, Colonel He ory 
Boscawen, Arthur Griftith- 
Boulnois, Edmund 
Bowles, Capt. H. F. (Middlesex 
Bowles, T. Gibson (King’s L ynn 
Brand, Hon. Arthur G, 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 


Ave-Gardner, 


imprisonment, 
sentence was confirmed by a 76. 


AYES. 


Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
| Brown ag ange gga 
| Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
| Burt, T “" aus 

Caldwell, James 
Campbell, R tHn.J.A.(Glasgow 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbyshire 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn. J. (Birm. 
Chamberlain, Rt Hn.J.A( Wore. 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Chapman, Edward 
Clive, Captain Perey A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H, A. E. 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Colomb, SirJohn Charles Ready 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Craig, Kobert Hunter 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Crombie, John William 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton 





The House divided : 
(Division List No. 394.) 


| Elliot, Hon. 


Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, Wim. Bromley- 
Davies,Sir Horatio D.(Chath’m 
Denny, Colonel 

Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Douglas, Rt. Hon, A. Akers- 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. HonSir William Hart 
A. Ralph Douglas 
Emmott, Alfred 

Faber. Edmund B. (Hants, W. 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJ.(Mance’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald, Sir RobertPenrose- 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
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Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 
Gartit, William 
(ribbs, Hon. Vieary (St. Albans 
Gladstone, Rt. Hn HerbertJohn 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Gordon, Maj Ev ans-(T’rH’ml'ts 
a Hn.G.R.C. Ormsby (Salop 
Gore, Hon. S. F.Ormshby-(Line. ) 
Gorst, Rt. Hon.Sir John Ek ww 
Croulding, Edward Alfred 
Greene.Sir EW(B’ryS Edm’nds 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. 


National 


Greville, Hon. Ronald 
(iuest, Hon. 'vor Churchill 
Hain, Edward 


Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hamilton, Rt Hn LordG. (Mid’x 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert Wim. 
Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Sir William 
Hardy, Laurence( Kent, Ashf rd 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Harris. Frederick Leverton 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Heath. James (Statfords, N. W. 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset, E 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Hope,J. F.(Shetfield, Brightside 
Horniman, Frederick Jolin 
Howard, J.(Midd., Tottenham 
Hozier, Hon. Jaimes HenryCecil 
— son, ase ve Bickersteth 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Kemp, George 
Kenyon, Hon.Geo.T.(Denbigh 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W.(Salop 
Knowles, Lees 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow 
Lawson, Jolin Grant 
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EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
BILL. 


Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


(Mr. J. W. LowrHer 
Penrith) in the Chair. | 


(Cumberland, 


(3.50.) Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Car- 
narvon Boroughs) said he had an Amend- 
ment down to insert in page 3, line 6, 
iter the word “necessary” the words 
“and which are provided by them.” He 
vished to omit all the words after 
“necessary ” to the end of the Clause. 


Mr. SEELY (Lineoin) reminded the 
Chairman that he had handed in an 
Amendment upon this point. 


*THeE CHAIRMAN : Both those Amend- 
ments are out of order. It has already 
heen decided to include “all elementary 
schools,” and the Committee have decided 
to include the provided as well as the 
non-provided schools. 


Mr. LLOY D-GEORGE said that surely 
the word “necessary ” was a limitation 
tthe word “all.” As the Clause stood, 
twas absolutely ungrammatical. This 
would be the only opportunity they would 
have of raising the question of the re- 
sponsibility of the local authority to 
maintain out of the rates denominational 
schools, and they ought to have a clear 
ssue in regard to this matter. 


CHAIRMAN: But the matter 
On Friday 
last we discussed the question of leaving 
out “shall” to insert “may,” and the 
debate turned upon whether a distinction 
was to be drawn schools 
provided and non-provided. The whole 
rgument turned upon that, and the 
question was raised in that form. 


*THE 
} 


has already been discussed. 


} . 4 
between the 


Mr. TREVELYAN (Yorkshire, W. R., 
Elland) said that was only a question of 
discretion onthe part of the local authority. 
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/ entitled to discuss this 


Bill. 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Captain Donelan and Mr. 
Patrick O’Brien. 
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Mr. M‘KENNA (Monmouthshire, N.) 
pointed out that the local authority 
would have had power as proposed, but 
under this Amendment the local authority 
would not have the power. 


*THe CHAIRMAN: I think you 
ought to have moved to omit the word 
“all.” “ All” means “all.” 

Mr. M‘KENNA said that if *all” 


meant “all” and included all qualifica- 
tions, it must mean all unnecessary schools 
as well as necessary. ‘¢ Necessary ” was 
a qualification of “ all.” 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE contended that, 
it having been ruled that “all” meant 
“all,” the Clause was out of order. 


*THoe CHAIRMAN: The test is, what 
did the House mean when it passed the 
word “all.” The Clause provides for 
“ all public elementary schools within 
their area which are necessary.” I think 
the intention of the Committee was to 
include all schools whether provided or 
not provided. I will deal as fairly as I 
can with hon. Members if they will deal 
fairly with me. {‘ Oh, oh !”] 

Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said he hoped 
that observation did not apply to him. 

He submitted that the Opposition 
issue. He 
tended that they ought to be allowed to 
discuss the question of rate-aid in some 
form or other. 


vere 


Sin WILLIAM HARCOURT (Mon- 
mouthshire, W.) said that surely they 
had to consider the words grammatically. 
The words were “all public elementary 
schools,” but that provision was subject 
to conditions which were afterwards 
added. The word “all” did net exclude 
all conditions, and why should this con- 
dition be excluded. ‘Which are 
sary ” was a condition put upon the word 
“all.” Therefore, if there was one con 
dition there might be another. 


neces- 


*THE CHAIRMAN: According to the 
general rule of interpretation upon which 
we have always acted where any general 
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word such as “all” or “every” is under the London School Board. He did 
inserted, the Committee intend that it not think there would be the great 


shall have some signification, and that it 
is to have more signification than a word 
. ao eF ” a7 ” > 

such as ‘ta or “ the.” In this case, how- 
ever, there is a difference because of the 
words ‘‘ which are necessary.” That 
being so, I will give the hon. Member 
for Carnarvon the benefit of the doubt. 


Mr. SEELY said the object of the 
Amendment he had to move was to 
raise the question whether it was 
desirable that the voluntary schools 
should be compulsorily placed upon the 
county and borough rates. He did not 
move this Amendment from any motive 
of hostility to the Bill, which he thought 
would bring about a great improvement 
in education, but he was very anxious 
to avoid difficulties in the future. Asan 
old manager, and a strong advocate for 
voluntary schools, he thought the 
method he was about to propose was 
better on the whole than the one which 
was at present in the Bill He foresaw 
very great difficulties in regard to the 
arrangement contained in the Bill if it 
came into force. Ultimately they wou d 
find that the people who paid the money 
for edueation would call the tune, and 
unless the voluntarysubscribers continued 
to pay a reasonable share of the expenses 
ot their schools, they would find these 
schools taken from them. Two proposals 
had come to the front during the 
agitation in the country this autumn. 
One was the suggestion of the hon. 
Member for the Newark Division, that 
four of the managers should be elected 
by the public authorities, and two by 
the foundation managers. Secondly, 
there was the proposal foreshadowed 
in the speech of the First Lord 
of the Treasury at Manchester, in 
which he spoke of the position of the 
managers as being like those under the 
School Board for London. In London 
managers were the servants of the School 
Board, and, as an advocate for voluntary 
schools, and a manager of them now, he 
did not appreciate the idea of being made 
simply the servant of the local education 
authority. He did not think the advan- 
tage they gained by this change would be 
maintained if the managers were deprived 
of all authority, deprived of the power of 
appointing and disinissing teachers, and 
relegated to the position of managers 

The Chairman. 


difficulty which some people seemed to 


think in obtaining the money from volun. 
tary subscribers. He had put down an 
Amendment later on in the Bill to deal 
with the difficulty in those cases where 
subscriptions were not sufficient to main- 
tain the schools in a state of etticieney. 
The Amendment was that instead of 
compelling the counties to support the 
voluntary schools, the counties and 
boroughs should be given the power, if 
they chose to exercise it, and if they 
could agree with the voluntary school 
managers, to give the voluntary schools 
such assistance as they required. That 
was all that was necessary. There was no 
real hostility between the voluntary 
schools and the public schoolsin the district 
generally. The voluntary schools were 
liked, and they got on very well with the 
people. Under a system of freedom, 
instead of a system of compulsion, these 
people would be able to manage their own 
affairs, and would be able to get over any 
ditficulty and get sutticient money to 
support the schools in a state of efficiency. 
It was for that reason that he brought 
forward the Amendment, and it was for 
that reason that he pressed it upon the 
consideration of the Government and 
those anxious to maintain the voluntary 
schools in their present position. Many 
were anxious to maintain them tor 
several reasons ; for the sake of religious 
education—he did not mean for the 
sake of any particular dogmatic religious 
doctrine, but for the sake of the general 
religious atmosphere in the school— 
which, on the whole, had been preserved 
in the voluntary schools, and for the 
maintenance of which the continuation 
of the voluntary schools was exceedingly 
desirabie. The number of board schools 
against which the allegation could be 
made that they had not given religious 
education was very small indeed, but 
the allegation had been made, and, 
having been made, it would be a great 
pity to do away with those schools 
which, at the present time, definiteiy 
stated that they wished to preserve a 
religious atmosphere. The Committee 
had heard a great deal as to giving to 
the School Board control over secular 
education, and no control to the mana- 
gers over religious education. ‘The 
superiority of the voluntary schools 
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over the very small board schools in 
the country districts was due to the 
‘yet that the clergyman of the district 
was actively engaged in the welfare of 
the schools. He was the only educated 
man in the locality who had the time 
to give to its welfare. He usually had 
auniversity education and a knowledge 
of educational matters; at the same 
time, from the nature of his office, he 
was not a man who would be _ parti- 
ularly anxious to submit himself to 
popular election and all the controver- 
ses arising therefrom; so that it was 
oly by maintaining a system similar 
to the present voluntary school system 
that the interest of the large class of 
educated men in the country, who had 
sufficient time and opportunity for the 
purpose of maintaining their interest in 
dementary schools, could be retained. 
li full control were given to an outside 
body over the short time devoted to 
religious education, it would have the 
eect of taking away from the country 
schools one of the most valuable elements 


in their management. Under these 
‘ireumstances it was most desirable 


to get over the difficulty in some way 
which would leave the voluntary schools 
inthe same position as they were under 
the present system; not by giving 
greater control over secular education 
to the County Councils, but by leaving 
the voluntary schools as they were and 
giving anoptional powerto every borough 
ouncil, and an opportunity to every 
voluntary school to obtain assistance 
irom the rates. By such means every 
lificulty which had been urged upon the 
Committee could be got rid of. The 
difficulty of taxation without represen- 
tation would be got over, because there 
would be no compulsory rate for the 
xhool. With the consent of the authority 
they could obviate the difficulty of the 
possibility of a rate going for the support 
of a school where the clergyman was 
foolish, and insisted upon teaching to 
the children doctrines contrary to the 
Church, because no County Council 
would give assistance to a man of that 
kind. It seemed to him that, while this 
would keep the Bill with all its value 
ior the co-ordination of primary and 
secondary education in this country, 
it would place the voluntary schools in 
a8 strong a position as they were before, 
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instead of placing them in the weaker 
position that they would be placed in 
under this Bill. There was one other 
thing that would have to be done if this 
proposal were adopted; the Clause in 
which the cost of the school was placed 
entirely on the county rate would have 
to be altered, and the cost of the annual 
maintenance, like the cost of the building, 
would have to be put on the individual 
parish in which the building was situated. 
There would be no difficulty in such a 
course, which had several advantages to 
commend it. It provided a way out of 
the difficulty of what to do with the 
endowed schools. What was to happen 
to the endowed schools under this Bill ? 
The people in the parishes possessed of 
an endowed school had now no school 
cost, neither had they any school rate, 
yet these schools with their endowments 
were going to be placed under the whole 
county rate. Were these people going 
to be allowed to pay the county rate 
and get nothing for it? Or was the 
rate going to be taken away from them ? 
Whatever was done, it would be found 
that the lumping of the parishes which 
managed their schools economically 
together with those which had been ex- 
travagant, would be very unpopular, and 
such acourse would bestrenuously opposed 
by the country. The county rate would 
be unpopular, and it would end in one 
thing and one thing only, the taking 
away in some way or another of the 
whole of the power of the management 
of the voluntary schools. For these 
reasons he urged the Government to 
think seriously before they attempted 
to compel the county authorities to 
support the voluntary schools out of the 
rates, and before they compelled the 
voluntary schools to receive money from 
the rates. 
Amendment proposed — 


In page 3, line 6, to leave ont from the 
word “are,” to the word “to,” in line 7, and 
insert the words ‘** provided by them. and, in 
the case of schools not provided by them, shal} 
pay over to the managers of the school all 
moneys, including the annual Parliamentary 
grant received by them on account of the said 
school, subject “—(.Wr. Seely.) 


Question proposed, “That the word 
‘necessary’ stand part of the Clause.” 

(3.55.) Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I had 
rather hoped that the hon. Gentleman 


the Member for Carnarvon, who, as I 
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understand, has a similar Amendment on 
the Paper, would have risen before I 
addressed the House upon this subject. 
The form of the Amendment by the 
omission of the word “necessary ” 
agrees with that of the hon. Member 
for Carnarvon, though the object of my 
hon. friend is fundamentally opposed to 
that of the hon. Member opposite. It 
may be almost sufficient to remind the 
Committee that the acceptance of the 
Amendment would mean the actual de- 
struction of the scheme of edueation 
which this legislation is to carry out. | 
do not agree to my hon. friend’s Amend- 
ment, and cannot accept it. though I 
agree with much that has been said in 
its favour. I have never attempted to 
disguise the fact that there are voluntary 
schools in many parts of the country 
where the managers are under no pecuni- 
ary strain or difficulty, and regard the 
Bill as a very great interference with 
managerial rights which they have 
hitherto exercised, subject to no control 
but that from Whitehall. My hon. friend 
says that if this Amendment were passed 
many voluntary schools would assent, 
and lam net disposed to dissent from 
him. I have always said in the House, 
and out of it, that the great scheme of 
national education which the Govern- 
ment asks the country to accept, is one 
which requires some sacrifices from 
almost every class engaged in working 
the anomalous,unsatisfactory, and contra- 
dictory system under which the country 
groans. While I so far agree with my 
hon. friend, I hope he will notice that 
the whole plan of the Government for 
co-ordinating primary education would be 
absolutely shattered by the Amendment. 
It would be absolutely shattered, as far 
as voluntary schools are concerned by 
the fact that some would deliberately 
stay out of the scheme and others would 
be kept out by the action of a hostile 
or indifferent local authority. But it 
would not merely touch the voluntary 
schools, it would touch also the board 
schools. My hon. friend has truly 
pointed out that you could not possibly 
accept this Amendment without alter- 
ing the whole principle of the county 
rate. The county rate would have to 
be abolished, and you would have to 
revert to the system which now pre- 
vails in the county area of having a 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 
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local rate for each local school. That is 
an absolute destruction of the central 
county authority. From the very terms 
of the Amendment, that education 
authority would be excluded from the 
management of the voluntary schools 
except in those cases where they came 
to some kind of arrangement with the 
managers, and it would also be clearly 
impossible to maintain their authority 
over the present board schools. They 
will have authority over the provided 
schools for the future, because they pay 
for them, but as soon as you put the 
whole charge for the provided schools 
upon the locality, then the locality 
has a conclusive and irresistible right 


to manage the schools which it en- 
tirely maintains. Therefore I feel 
that, whatever else may be - said. 
this Amendment is so absolutel) 


revolutionary in character, it cuts so 
deeply at the very root of the 
Bill, and so effectually destroys the 
foundation on which the Bill is’ built. 
that it is one the Government could not 
possibly accept. [ hope under these 
circumstances the hon. Member will think 
it hardly worth while to press it to a 
division. 


Mr. ALFRED HUTTON  (York- 
shire, W.R., Morley) said that the 
question raised by the Amendment was 
really that of the application of rates to 
the support of denominational schools 
He was not surprised that the hon. 
Member saw the danger of the proposal. 
The right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for Cambridge University, on _ the 
previous Saturday, had justitied the Clause, 
on the ground that it satisfied the Church 
of England. It was a matter for thank- 
fulness that a clause had been devised 
which did satisfy the Church of England, 
but that was hardly a sutticient justification 
for the Committee accepting the proposa! 
of the Government. 


Str JOHN GORST (Cambridge 
University) pointed out that he did not 
say it was a justification for the support 
of voluntary schools out of the rates, but 
that it was a provision which satisfied the 
Church of England and other religious 
bodies as to the maintenance of the 
denominational character of their schools, 
and that on that ground it might be 
acceptable. 
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Mr ALFRED HUTTON accepted the 
statement of the right hon. Gentleman, 
but thought it was not an argument which 
could be expected to justify the use of 
rates for the maintenance of voluntary 
schools. It was very convenient to use 
the county rather than the local rate, as 
py that means much local jealousy would 
be obviated, but it was still the use of 
rates for denominational purposes. — If the 
right hon. Gentleman had a right to 
differentiate as to the management of 
the schools, the authority had a right to 
differentiate with regard to the treatment 
of the money which they provided out 
of the rates. 


*Mr. YOXALL (Nottingham, W.) 
thought the hon. Member tor Lincoln 
had based his Amendment largeiy upon 
his fear that the Bill in its present form 
would ultimately bring about the downfall 
of the denominational management of 
denominational That was a 
contingency which perhaps the friends 
aul foes of the Bill had not sufficiently 
perceived, In practice, the anticipation 
was likely to come true, and he was not 
concerned that it should not. The down- 
fall of the denominational management of 
denominational Was a condition 
precedent to any complete reform of the 
primary educational system of the country. 
He took it that the promoters of the Bill 
were as wide awake to the probable 
result of the measure in that respect 
is others could be, but possibly they 
thought that a plan whereby they 
got rid of denominational management, 
and yet retained the right to give de- 
nominational teaching in denominational! 
schools, was one worth having amidst 
the general downiail which might come 
upon the system in other respects. The 
present Amendment, however, was only 
the preamble to another. Its mover 
was anxious to exclude from the com- 
pulsory part of the Bill voluntary schools 
as such, and to leave in their present un- 
fair condition towards other schools the 
voluntary schools in parishes which at 
present did not contribute adequately, 
or even at all, by rates or otherwise, 
to the local cost of education. The 
effect of the Amendment would be that 
inthe more than one-third of the country 


schools. 


schools 


which contributed to education not at} 


all by local rate, and very meagrely by 
subscription, this national and _ local 
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grievance would remain untouched, and 
the great majority of voluntary schools 
, would be left for an indefinite period in 
the present inetlicient condition. By a 
subsequent Amendment the hon. Mem- 
ber for Lincoln proposed to empower the 
County or Borough Council, or other 
local rating authority, to extend to the 
voluntary schools within its area aid for 
the rates, if the Council could arrange 
with the voluntary school managers for 
‘that to be done. But that proposal de- 
pended on the Amendment before the 
Committee, and under the Bill the ex 
tension of rate-aid to denominational 
schools could take place only on condi- 
tions laid down in the Bill. Those con 
ditions were certainly better than no 
statutory conditions at all. By the 
proposal of the hon. Member for Lincoln 
the County or Borough Council was to 
be free to come to terms in regard to 
rate-aid. ‘This was very seldom done 
now, although the School Board could 
do it upon the condition that the man 
agement for secular purposes should be 
wholly under the control of the School 
Board. If this difficulty was so great 
under the statutory limitations of this 
Bill, how much greater would it be under 
the absolute absence of limitation which 
was foreshadowed by the Amendment of 
the hon. Member opposite. Option in 
this matter either from the point of view 
of education, or the welfare of the 
children was a mistake, and he should 
vote against the Amendment. 





Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell N.) 
said he was surprised that this Amend- 
ment should come from the quarter it 
had done, because upon a former Clause 
the hon. Member voted in favour ot 
striking out this option. 


Mr. SEELY: I voted against it. 

Dr. MACNAMARA said he understood 
that the hon. Member was rather anxious 
for the future of the denominational 
system, but he (Dr. Macnamara) was 
not. He was more anxious to get some- 
thing done for the children. He had 
taken the trouble to turn up a Parlia- 
ment Paper issued in 1900 which gave 
particulars for all elementary schools in 
England and Wales. It was issued in 
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August, 1899, and it gave the expendi- 
ture on all items. He would quote a 
few instances of schools in the County 
of Lincolnshire. In one school, with an 
average attendance of thirty-two, the 
expenditure on fuel, light, cleaning, 
repairs, taxes, and rent for the whole 
school for one year was 13s. 6d. or about 
3d. per child. The effect of this Amend- 
ment would be that this school would 
continue with an expenditure of 3d. per 
child. In another school there were 
sixty-four children in average attendance, 
and upon the items he had mentioned 
they spent 5s. or about Id. per child. 
Another column in the same Return gave 
the entireexpenditureon books, apparatus, 
stationery, and furniture, and in one 
Lincolnshire school upon these items 
they spent Ils. 2d., or less than 2d. per 
child for seventy-five children. That 
would be continued under this Amend- 
ment. He objected to the continuance 
of this starved condition of education. 
In another Church school in the same 
county, with 150 children, the total 
expenditure upon the items he had 
mentioned was 26s. 4d. There were also 
schools in Carnarvonshire where they 
spent only 33s. 4d. on books, apparatus, 
stationery, and furniture for the whole 
year, and 29s. 7d. for lighting, fuel, 
cleaning, and repairs. ‘This  Parlia- 
mentary Paper was full of such instances. 
li they left these schools to the voluntary 
contributor, he would not pay, and 
those schools would continue in their 


present condition. The proposal of 
the Government he admitted would 
cause trouble, but the only way 
they could get a reform of their 


system was through the 
medium of a row. He did not object 
toarowat all. This Bill, at any rate, 
would wake up the English people, and he 
believed that the result would surprise 
his hon. friends opposite. He was, how- 
ever, more concerned about the village 
schools being efficiently maintained. Rate- 
aid would cause great trouble and con- 
troversy, and if they had to have a row 
the sooner it came the better, and the 
sooner they got their schools on a proper 
basis, maintained from the public funds, 
the better. 


educational 


*(4.30.) Sir EDWARD STRACHEY 
(Somersetshire, $8.) said the figures 
quoted by the hon. Member for North 


Dy. Macnamuera. 
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Camberwell could be easily explained, 
They knew perfectly well that it was the 
custom on some estates to provide the 
whole of the fuel for a school in the shape of 
coal and firewood. With regard to the cost 
of apparatus and other items mentioned by 
the hon. Member, he would remind the 
Committee that in those small country 
schools the cost might be very small one 
year because in the previous year a large 
amount had been expended upon those 
items. The argument of his hon. friend 
was therefore not valid as regarded 
those small schools. His hon. friend the 
Member for West Nottingham said he 
should vote against this proposal, because of 
a subsequent Amendment on the Paper. 
They were rarely logical having regard to 
Amendments. What they had to con- 
sider was the Amendment itself on its 
merits. If he understood the hon. Mem- 
ber for Lineoln, his proposal was: 
“Let the present state of things re- 
main.” That was to long as 
the voluntary schools were carried on 
in this country efficiently and in every 
respect equal to the board schools, and 
what would now be the new county 
schools, they could go on on condition 
of receiving no rate-aid atall. He should 
be perfectly ready that the education 
authority should take over the schools if 
they were starved, and were inefficient, 
but he knew that in his own county the 
schools were as a rule carried on perfectly 
well and efficiently with the aid of sub- 
scriptions of money they received from 
the Government grant, and it was utterly 
unnecessary and quite gratuitous to im- 
pose these schools on the local rates of the 
county. The First Lord of the Treasury 
said the Amendment would destroy his 


say, SO 


great scheme. Well, undoubtedly it 
would destroy his great scheme of in- 
creasing the county rate. When 
the ratepayers were complaining of 


the rising rates in the country, the 
Government were proposing to put on 
the county rates a charge which was 
altogether unnecessary, they were going 
to take away a large part, if not 
the whole, of the benefit which had 
resulted from the passing of the Agri- 
cultural Rating Act. On these grounds 
he would support the Amendment. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said the policy 
on which the hon. Member for North 
Camberwell opposed this Amendment 
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was: “Let us do evil that good may 
come.” The hon. Member wanted a 
row. That was a very proper spirit in 
which to approach the consideration of 
this subject. At the same time they 
might as well try to make a good Bill, 
and if they failed they would all be 
ready fora row. Some cases in Wales had 
been mentioned, and although he did 
not catch the names, he had no doubt 
that what the hon. Member said was 
in substance correct. One parish was 
mentioned where the charges amounted 
to 33s., but if the hon. Member only 
knew that parish he would know that 
this sum would goa long way. At the 
game time he was perfectly certain that 
what was now proposed would serve the 
purpose he had in view. Would it raise 
the level of education in that parish? 
There were parts of the country where 
they had very efficient School Boards. 
In these districts there was a rate of 
probably 1s. There was ls. rate in 
the particular parish in which he lived. 
What would be the result if they had 
to levy rates for education all through 
the country ? Places which were at 
present doing good work for education 
would suffer. They would be pulled 
down to the level of the country. The 
hon. Member who moved the Amend- 
ment supported it from the point of 
view of the voluntary schools. If the 
Amendment were rejected there was 
going to be great trouble and difficulty, 
and it was just possible that education 
might suffer for a whole generation. 
At the same time one would like to 
see his own generation get full educa- 
tional facilities. That was the point 
of view he and his friends took. They 
objected to rate-aid being given to 
schools which were not managed by 
the ratepayers and where doctrines 
were taught which the majority of 
the ratepayers in a large number of 
districts thoroughly disapproved _ of. 
He knew it was asked why should 
they discriminate between rates and 
taxes! Well it was the genius of the 
English people. It was a genius which 
went in for illogical compromises. In 
Scotland, where there was a _ logical 
race, they did not draw the distinction, 
and a logical system was the outcome. 
In Wales, where there was a logical race, 
theyobjected to the Government proposal. 
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That was the only reason he could give 
for discriminating between rates and 
taxes on this particular point. When 
they objected to the payment of taxes 
they could not really say how much 
went to education and how much to 
other objects, but they could do it when 
they paid rates. In connection with the 
payment of rates they could say how 
much in the pound in a particular 
county would go towards education in 
voluntary schools, but when they paid 
taxes on tobacco, beer, and tea they 
could not possibly divide. The reason 
why they discriminated between rates 
and taxes was that in the case of taxes 
it was utterly impossible to ascertain 
the amount contributed to a particular 
object. The amount contributed by a 
particular Chureh per child in the 
voluntary schools was about 6s. That 
covered the time that was devoted to 
the teaching ef dogma and doctrine. 
Now the whole time was placed on tle 
rates—the time given to dogma and 
that given to secular instruection—and, 
therefore, the Nonconfermists said that 
in future religious instruction would he 
placed on the rates for the first time. It 
was said, ‘‘You want a_ religious 
atmosphere.”’ That was the point of view 
of the noble Lord the Member for Green- 
wich. But they wanted the atmosphere 
of their own particular sect. There 
was a good deal to be said for a good 
atmosphere in these schools, but what 
sort of atmosphere had they in hundreds 
of squalid little schools throughout the 
country? It was an Anglican atmos- 
phere, and he objected to any rates going 
in aid of that atmosphere At present 
a certain sect enjoyed privileges by 
which they were enabled to in- 
crease the number of their adherents 
in the Sunday schools. They had the 
patronage of 60,000 teachers, and they 
had all the honour, and glory, and 
glamour which came from managing 
the most important State communal 
institutions in 14,000 parishes in the 
country. What were they going to pay 
for it? It was all very well for the 
Member for Greenwich to say “If you 
decline to pay rates for our schools, we 
will decline to pay rates for your schools.” 
Half the School Boards of the country 
were manned by Churchmen. The 
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Schoo! Boards of Manchester and Liver- 
pool, and, until recently, the great School 
Board of London, and even the School 
Board of Birmingham were manned by 
denominationalists. Wherever Church- 
men were in a majority they manned 
the board schools, but if they went to 
the sectarian districts it did not matter 
whether the Nonconformists were in a 
majority or not, they had not this 
monopoly of the management. In the 
board schools the majority of the 
teachers were Churchmen. In a board 
school nothing was taught which was 
of offence to the conscience of any 
Churchman, but he could point to many 
cases of voluntary schools in which doe- 
trines were taught which were of offence 
to the Nonconformist parishioners. Was 
it not therefore fair that those who had 
special privileges, advantages, and patron- 
age should be asked to contribute some- 
thing towards the maintenance of these 
schools ! If this were done —he did not say 
it would remove their objections—at any 
rate there would be still substantial 
objections remaining—but it would 
remove a certain objection. It would 
simply put them on the same footing as 
did the Bill of 1895-6, which provided 
for a grantin aid, subject to conditions. 
That Bill was objected to, but this Bill 
was far worse and more offensive. All 
that they asked was, to begin with, that 
rate-aid should be eliminated from the 
Bill, and that this special privilege given 
to the Church should be paid for. The 
same thing applied to all the other 
sects. If that were done pressure 
could be brought to bear by the 
County Councils to improve the school 
buildings, and the condition of the 
Church schools would thereby be forced 
up and put on a level of efficiency with 
the board schools. He insisted that the 
Government would do wisely, and in the 
interest of their Bill, if they did some- 
thing to eliminate this matter. They 
must know perfectly well that this rate 
business was intolerable to the vast 
majority of the electors of the country. 
[Cries of “No!” from the Ministerial 
Benches.| The hon. Member opposite 
who cried “No” represented a con- 
stituency not far removed from Devon- 
port. What about rate-aid there’? Did 
the Conservative candidate stand for 
rate-aid there to the voluntary schools ? 


Mr, Lloyd-George. 
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On the contrary, he avoided all reference 
to rate-aid, but talked of a grant-in-aid 
to the dockyard labourers. If he were 
elected and came into the House it was 
not rate-aid for voluntary schools he 
would support the Government on, but 
if the Government did not give the 
extra shilling to the dockyard labourers 
he would, Education Bill or no Education 
Bill, vote against them. Really this 
Education Bill was running up a big 
account against the Government. 
It would cost them 1s. a week 
extra to the dockyard labourers, as 
it had cost them £900,000 in the 
interest of their own supporters. If 
the Government accepted this Amend- 
ment the Colonial Secretary would then 
be free to address an open meeting in 
Birmingham. The right hon. Centle- 
man need not then lock the doors against 
his own constituents and turn out the 
reporters. He need not unnerve them 
all by his lurid pictures of what would 
happen it he did not control the destinies 
of the world. They might return to 
their normal condition and discuss things 
afterwards on a purely educational basis. 
Let the Government eliminate this great 
controversial issue of rate-aid to the 
voluntary schools and then they could 
go on to the next Amendment. 


(4.50.) Mr. M’7KENNA said he wished 
to say a few words in regard to the 


Nonconformist objections to paying the 
educational rate for voluntary schools. 
That objection had been misunderstood 
by the First Lord of the Treasury. In 
his speech in Manchester the right hon. 
Gentleman said— 

“Well, IT make a challenge. I make a 
challenge of a very simple kind. Will any 
one tell me what this fundamental principle of 
morality is? [ will engage to show either that 
it is, on the face of it, not a fundamental 
principle of morality, or that if it is, it has 
been consistently violated in England and 
Seotland by Nonconformists for the last thirty 
years.” 

Although he was a humble member of 
the Nonconformist body, he neverthe- 
less ventured to take up the challenge 
and to show the right hon. Gentle- 
man that there was a moral ground on 
the part of Nonconformists to resist 
paying education rates under this Bill, 
and that that moral ground had 
not been consistently violated for the 
last thirty years. There was a vital 
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difference between the payment of rates 
and taxes for the support of voluntary 
schools. The payment of taxes during 
the last thirty years was for work done, 
viz. the teaching of certain defined 
secular subjects—the value of that 
teaching being tested by inspection and 
examination. That was the principle of 
the Bill of 1870. On the Second Read- 
ing of the Bill of 1870 Mr. Gladstone 
said— 

“It was in our view essential to the suecess 
of this measure that so far as the tunds of the 
State—and I use the term now in the narrow 
sense of that which proceeds from the Imperial 
Treasury—that so far as the funds of the State 
were concerned they should be applied only 
for secular results.” * 


Then later in the same speech Mr. Glad- 
stone said— 


“Qn the one hand, there is a very strong 
and vivid opinion among a large and active 
part of the community, that the safe course in 
the matter of national edueation is to limit 
the application of publie funds to seeular 
instruction. That is the principle on which 
our Privy Council system has always been 
founded ; because, although it may be said 
that you had deviated from the rigour of that 
system in permitting inspection in regard to 
religious results, yet it has been always seen 
that the amount of public aid has left a large 
void to be supplied by private henevolence, and 
this it is which supplies the means of religious 
instruction.” + 
Again, in the same speech, the right 
hon. Gentleman said— 

“We may entirely escape from the evils at- 
tending these controversies in the local Boards 
in connection with voluntary schools, and we 
may, at the same time, do justice to these 
voluntary schools, and prevent any of that 
action of religious prejudice against particular, 
and possibly, in some places, obnoxious, Com- 
munions, which may give cause of complaint ; 
and we may at the same time adhere to what 
I hold to be the fundamental principle of the 
sill ——”’ 
nothing could be clearer than this— 


“Namely, that the funds of the Exchequer, 
whatever discretion yougive to the local Boards, 
are to be dispersed solely and exclusively for 
secular results.” 

That was the account of 1870: the funds 
of the State were to be “ dispersed solely 
and exclusively for secular results.” } A 
margin was to be found for the provision 
of a religious atmosphere by the volun- 
tary subscribers. It was that margin 
which was now under this Bill to be put 





* (3) Debates, ecii., 269. 
+ (3) Debates, ecii., 272. 
+(3) Debates, ecii., 279. 
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on the rates. Therefore, the Noncon- 
formists said that they had a moral 


ground of objection to supplying the 
money for the teaching of denominational 
creeds and dogmas in which they did not 
believe. It might be said that that was 
only a technical objection to voting 
money to pay for religious instruction, 
and that there was margin enough in the 
payment for the schools and their main- 
tenance and repair to cover the cost of 
the religious teaching. That contention 
was altogether fallacious. In the first 
place they had it on the very highest 
authority that the teaching in the de- 
nominational schools must include the 
maintenance of the religious at mosphere ; 


: 


and, therefore, it was idle to say that the 
religious instruction was limited to two 
or three hours in the week. The instrue- 
tion must be in an Anglican atmosphere, 
because it was only in that way that the 
schools could be used as a back door to 
the Church. 


Lorp HUGH CECIL (Greenwich) said 
that that was putting his views in a 
manner in which he did not recognise 
them at all. 


Mr. M’KENNA said he understood 
the noble Lord to claim that in the 
denominational schools, it was necessary 
that the religious atmosphere should be 
maintained. 


Lorp HUGH CECIL said he did not 
remember saying that. He was referring 
to the training colleges, and perhaps that 
was what the hon. Member was thinking 
of. 


Mr. MKENNA said he was referring 
to a most eloquent speech which the 
noble Lord delivered on the Second 
Reading of the Bill. 


Lorp HUGH CECIL said that he 
certainly did not say so in that speech. 


Mr. MKENNA said that then, in 
that case, he would withdraw his remark. 
Whether it had been said by the noble 
Lord himself or not, the point had cer- 
tainly been raised over and over again 
by persons responsible for controlling the 
voluntary schools, It was raised at the 
Church Congress: and it had certainly 
been raised in behalf of the Roman 
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Catholics. Therefore, it could not be 
said that three, four, or five hours per 
week of denominational teaching covered 
the whole of the expenditure of public 
money. The point raised by his hon, 
friend remained unanswered. The Govern- 
ment proposed not only to give rate-aid 
to those denominational schools, but to 
allow to the Anglican Church the whole 
of the patronage of 70,000 civil servants, 
which the schoolmasters would become, 
drawing salaries amounting in the aggre- 
gate, to not less than £4,000,000 sterling 
ayear. Was it to be said that that annual 
asset would be covered by the annual 
value of the buildings used? The Non- 
conformists’ objection to the payment of 
the education rate was, therefore, not 
merely technical, but a matter of prin- 
ciple, and they were justified in drawing 
a distinction between taxes and _ rates. 
Formerly, the voluntary schools were 
private schools used by the State for 
giving secular instruction, but now they 
were to be made public schools, and the 
rates were to be used for the direct 
purpose of denominational education. 


Mr. SEELY said he should like 
before the debate closed, to say a 
word or two in regard to it. The First 
Lord of the Treasury had said he could 
not accept the Amendment, because it 
would destroy the Bill; but he would 
like to urge on the right hon. Gentleman 
for his future consideration that this 
Clause was not an essential part of the 
Bill. It seemed to him that the really 
essential and valuable parts of the Bill in 
the point of view of the country were two 
—first, that providing for secondary in- 
struction, and second, that providing for the 
co-ordination of education in the hands of 
the County Councils and District Councils. 
Those objects would not be interfered with 
by this Amendment, which would pro- 
vide a way out of the difficulties which 
were not so obvious in this House, but 
which in the country were very real and 
very grave indeed. A number of public 
authorities had declared that they were 
not willing to carry out the provisions 
of this Bill unless a majority of the 
managers of the voluntary schools were 
given to their appointment. That difti- 
culty might be overridden, but great 
difficulty would be placed in the way of 
the working of this Bill if it was sought 
to override these authorities. His opinion 
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was that it would be wiser to give up 
the compulsory assistance from the rates 
to the voluntary schools, and make it 
optional. Hon. Members opposite in 
their opposition to the Amendment had 
rather let the cat out of the bag, and 
had shown that those interested in the 
teachers had been exerting a similar kind 
of pressure to that which was being put 
upon candidates at Devonport at the pre- 
sent time. The desire for the County rate 
was not so strong on the part 0: managers 
and those interested in education, as it was 
in the interest of a number of people who 
desired to have an unlimited fund into 
which they might put their hand. He 
asked County Members to consider what 
would occur under this Bill. All over 
the country pressure would be exercised 
to raise every school up to the position 
of the most expensive, quite regardless 
of etticiency or any necessity for it, but 
simply because every parish would desire 
to get as much out of the rates as 
possible. He was not prepared to agree 
with what had fallen from hon. Mem- 
bers as to the inetliciency of voluntary 
schools. He knew many cf them, and 
his experience was that they were tho- 
roughly efficient. And when all this talk 
was heard as to the want of education in 
the country; of the loss ot trade and 
commerce because of the want of educa- 
tion, without which we could not com- 
pete with foreign countries; of com- 
mercial travellers being unable to com- 
pete with foreigners owing to their 
ignorance of foreign languages, he would 
point out that that was not primary but 
secondary education. His contention 
was that by retaining the compulsory 
power in the Bill they were, so far from 
doing good to education, doing evil, and 
it was for that reason that he had moved 
this Amendment, and not, as it had been 
suggested, for the purpose of destroying 
the Bill. He did not wish to detain the 
House, and as it was well known that at 
the present time a division was simply a 
waste of time he begged leave to be 
allowed to withdraw the Amendment. 
(Cries of ‘‘ No.’’] 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS (Glamorgan- 
shire, Mid) thought it was a novel method 
on the part of an hon. Member to initiate 
a discussion lasting an hour and 
a quarter, and then to ask leave to 





ga 


A 
A 
A 
A 
A 
A 
A 
A 
k 
I 
1 
k 
i 
] 
] 
} 
} 
i 


“rer See FF ee ee eS CUCU UCU 


273 Education 


withdraw the Amendment. In_ his 
opinion it would be no waste of time to 
go to adivision, and he trusted the 
House would not allow the Amendment 
to be withdrawn without an opportunity 
being given to divide upon it. Why was 
it a waste of time ? Was it because the 
whip of the Party opposite was so strong 
that hon. Members opposite dare not 
vote for it? Had the command gone 
forth that any one might voice their 
opinion, and that when the time came 
to divide they must walk out of the 
House?) The Amendment of the hon. 
and gallant Member was a very invidious 
one. He had not appreciated the full 
importance of it when listening to the 
first speech of the hon. and gallant Mem- 
ber, but in his second speech he had 
thrown a great deal of light upon it. 
The hon. and gallant Member had spoken 
about option. Who was to have the 
option? The position which the hon. 
Member had advocated, appeared to be 
that wherever these schools could be 
maintained the managers need not go 
to the educational authority, and could 
say ‘‘ Hands off !” so that there would be 
no power over these schools, although 
the grant from the Treasury was going 
to be increased. Then the hon. and 
gallant Member took up the position 
that if these schools did desire a contri- 
bution they were to have it. The option 
was altogether on one side, and it showed 
that the desire was to keep the denomi- 
national schools intact, and entirely 
separate. As the Prime Minister had 
said, if the speech of the hon. Member 
carried the Amendment, the whole of 
the Bill would be gone, but the real 
object of the Amendment was to see that 
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the voluntary schools were aided either 
by grants or rates. He submitted that 
the voluntary schools had no right to 
receive assistance unless they were 
governed by the people themselves. 


Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax) said he was 
not surprised that the Prime Minister 
was unable to accept the Amendment, 
because it certainly went to the heart of 
the Bill. The Bill aimed at replacing 
the voluntary sub-sections by compulsory 
sub-sections in the form of rates. The 
voluntary subscribers came to the House 
and said, ‘‘ We will subscribe no longer ; 
will you put the ratepayers in such a 
position as to be compelled to subscribe 
to. these schools?’ In this case the old 
proverb, “ Beggars cannot be choosers,”” 
apparently did not hold good, because 
the Church in this matter wished to do 
the begging and to choose as well. That 
was what the country resented. The 
Vice President of the Council had said 
at Cambridge recently that the Church 
managers had come and said they would 
accept certain conditions, and the 
Government agreed. That was what 
was objected to. If the Church came, 
in forma pauperis, and said she could no 
longer afford to carry on these schools, 
it was only right that the ratepayers 
who had to support them should choose 
the conditions under which they should 
continue to exist. If the Amendment 
went to a division he should support it. | 


(5.13) Question put. 


Committee divided :—Ayes, 235 ; Noes, 
99. (Division List, No. 395.) 


AYES. 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte Bill, Charles 


Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J.( Birm. 





Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Aird, Sir John 

Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkmson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bain, Colonel James Rubert 
Balearres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour, Re. Hon. A.J.(Maneh’r 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W.( Leeds 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barry, Sir Francis T. (Windsor 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Bignold, Arthur 


Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Bowles,Capt. H. F. (Middlesex 
Bowles, T. Gibson (King’s Lynn 
Brooktield, Colonel Montagu 
Brown,'Alexander H.(Shropsh. 
Butcher, John George 
Campbell, Rt. Hn.J.A(Glasgow 
Carew, James Laurence 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Carvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V. C.W (Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 


Chamberlain, Rt HnJ.A.(Wore 
Chapiin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Chap.uan, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clive, Captain Perey A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A, E. 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Colomb,SirJohnCharlesReady 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwvne 

Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 

Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley- 
Davies,Sir Horatio D(Chatham 
Denny, Colonel 
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Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson- Poy nder, Sir John P. 
Dimsdale, Sir Joseph Cocktield | 
Dixon- Hartland,SirFred Dixon 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duke, Heory Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. Hn. Sir William Hart 
Everton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W.) 
Fellowes. Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn. Sir (Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, ‘George H, 


Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne , 


Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald.Sir Robert Penrose- 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster,PhilipS.(Warwick,S. W 
Galloway. Wil'iam Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Gartit, William 

Gibbs, Hon. Vicary (St. Albans 
Gordon, Maj Evans-(T’rH’ml’ts 
Gore, HnG.R.C. Ormsby- (Salop 
Gore, Hon.sS. F. Orasby- (Line. ) 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
GreeneSir EW (B’rySEdnvnds 
Greene, Henry D. (Shre »wsbury) 
<ireene, W. Raymond. (Cambs. 
Greville. Hon. Ronald 

Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Gunter, Sir Robert 

Hain, Edward 

Hall, Edward Marshall 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F, 
Hamblro, Charles Erie 
Hamilton, Rt Hn LordG (Midd’x 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. RobertWin. 
Hardy. Laurence( Kent, Ashf’rd 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Harwood, Creorge 

Haslam, Sir Alfred 8. 

Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Hay, Hen. Claude George 
Healy, Timothy Michael 
Heath, James (Statfords. N.W.) 
Heaton, Jolin Henniker 
Henderson, Sir Alexander 
Hobhouse, Henry(Somerset,E. ) 
Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope. J.F.(Shetlield Brightside 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 


Allan, Sir William (Gateshead) 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Rt. Hn. HerbertHenry 
Barlow, John Emmott 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Bell, Richard 

Black, Alexander William 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
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: Houston, Robert Paterson 


| Howard, John (Kent, Fav’sham 


Hozier, Hon. James HenryCecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Johnstone, Heywood 
Kemp, George 
Kenyon, Hon. ( Geo. T. (Denbigh 
Keny on-Slaney,Cel. W.(Salop. 
Kimber, Henry 
King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Lees 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence,SirJoseph(Monm th 
Lawson, John Grant 
Lee, ArthurH(Hants.,Fareham 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col.CharlesW. (Evesbam 
Long. Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S) 
Lowther, Rt. Hn. James} Kent) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas. Reginald J.( Portsmouth 
Macartney, Rt Hn. W.G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maenamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Iver,SirLewis( EdinburghW 
Manners, Lord Ceeil 
Middlewore,JohnThrogmort’n 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milvain, Thomas 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Montagu, Hon. .J.Scott (Hants. 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Morgan, David J.(Walth’stow) 
Morrel!, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Muntz, Sir Philip A. 
Murray, RtHnA.Greham(Bute 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 
(Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Pease, Herbert Pike( Darlingt’n 
Pemberton, John S. G. 
Perey, Ear! 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
’owell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 
Randies, John S$. 


NOES. 


Bort, Thomas 
Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caine, ae Sproston 
Caldwell, James 
‘ampbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Craig, Robert Hunter 
Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
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Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Rattigan, Sir William Henry 
femnant, James Farquharson 
Ridley,S. Forde( Bethnal Green 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon.Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Shettield) 
Rothschild, Hon. Lionel Walter 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford John 

Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Harry 5. (Limehouse) 
Seely, Maj.J. E.B.(lsleof Wight 
Seton-Karr, Henry 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart,H. M.( Renfrew) 
Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East) 
Sinith, James Parker(Lanarks. 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Spencer, Sir FE. (W. Bromwich) 
Stanley, Hn. Arthur (Ormskirk 
Stavley, Edward.Jas. (Somerset 
Stanley, Lora (Lanes. ) 
Stewart,Sir Mark.J. M*Tageart 
Stroyan, John 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Sir Wim. Edw. M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent,Col. SirC EH. (Shettield 
Vineent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walrond. Rr. HnsirW illiam H. 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Welby, Lt- “Col. A.C. E( Taunton 
Welby, Sir Charlest. E.( Notts. 
Wharton, Rt. Hon, John Lloya 
Whiteley, H( Ashton-und-Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, RtHn.J Powell-( Birm 
Willoughby de Ereshy, Lord 
Wilson, A.Stanley ( York,E.R.) 
W ilson-Todd, Win. H. (Yorks. ) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelin 
Worsley-Tay lor, Henry Wilson 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B.Stuart- 
W yndhiam, Rt. Hon. George 
Wyndham-Quin, Major W. a 
Younger, W ‘illiam 

Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hood and Mr. Anstruther. 


Davies,M Vanghan-(Cardigan 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Duncan, J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 

Ellis, John Edward 

Emmott, Alfred 

Evans, Samel T. (Glamorgan) 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
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Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Gladstone,Rt. Hn Herbert.John 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

(rey, Rt. Hon. Sir E. (Berwick) 
Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Sir William 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hobhouse, C. FE. H. (Bristol, E.) 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jones, William (Carnarv nshire 
Kinloch,SirJohnGeorgeSmyth 
Layland-Barratt, Freneis 
Leese Sir Joseph F. (Accrington 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Lewis, John Herbert 

Logan, John William 
MArther, William (Cornwall) 
M henna, Reginald 
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Manstield, Horace Rendall 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mather, Sir William 
Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Morley, Rt. Hn..Johna( Montrose 
Newnes, Sir George 

| Norman, Henry 
Partington, Oswald 
Paulton, James Mellor 
Pease, J. A. (Satfron Walden) 
Pickard, Benjamin 
Pirie, Dunean V. 
Priestley, Arthur 
Reekitt, Harold James 
Rigs, Richard 
Roverts, Joha H. (Denbighs. ) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Runciman, Walter 
Schwann, Charles E. 
Seott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Sloan, Thomas Henry 
Spencer, Rt. Hn.C R(Northants 


Bill, 278 


Stevenson, Francis S. 
Strachey, Sir Edward 

Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen. E.) 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, KE.) 
Thomas,J A(Glamorgan,Gower 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W. RB.) 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Wallace, Robert 
Walton,John Lawson (Leeds,S. 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene 

Weir, James Galloway 

White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whiteley,Georgve (York, W.E.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams. Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson, Henry J.( York, W. R.) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. Seely and Mr. Lloyd- 
Georze. 





(5.30.) Mr. HELME  (Laneashire, 
Lancaster) thought all would agree that 
they should try to make the new educa- 
tional machinery work as smoothly as 
possible. According to the recent reports 
of inspectors, many schools in different 
parts of the country were not structurally 
suitable for the purposes for which they 
were used, At present the grants made 
to schools were dependent on certain 
conditions, and returns had been presented 
of schools that failed to comply with those 
conditions. Under the Code, the Board 
of Education required to be satisfied that 
the school premises were healthy, 
properly constructed and arranged for 
teaching, efliciently lighted, drained, and 
ventilated, and so on; but a number of 
schools, both voluntary and Board, failed 
to come up to the standard required by 
the State. It was therefore very desirable 
that before the great transfer to the new 
local authorities took place due inquiry 
should be made into these matters, and 
that in order to avoid the friction which 
might otherwise arise, it should be 
enacted that only such schools as were 
structurally suitable were to be put on 
the local authorities. In the interests of 
the smooth working of the scheme the 
Committee would do well to accept the 
Amendment of which he had given notice. 


Amendment proposed, in page 3, line 
6, after the word “necessary,” to insert 


the words “and for which the buildings 
are structurally suitable.”—(M/r. Helme.) 


Question proposed, “That those words 
be there inserted.” 


THE SECRETARY or tHe BOARD 
oF EDUCATION (Sir WiLLiAM ANSON, 
Oxford University) said that everyone 
would cordially sympathise with the 
desire of the hon. Member to improve the 
structural and sanitary conditions and 
the general convenience and comfort of 
the schools, but it took time and 
persistence to effect those improvements. 
The attention of successive Presidents of 
the Board of Education had been directed 
to that end, but the result was not yet 
wholly — satisfactory. The new local 
authorities, however, would almost. in- 


evitably strengthen the hands of the 
Board of Education in this matter. 


Would the Amendment really promote 
the object the hon. Member had in view 4 
Its effect might be to postpone the whole 
operation of the Bill while a general 
inquiry was being made, and the buildings 
from end to end of the United Kingdom 
surveved—auntil the local authorities and 
the Board of Education between them 
came to the conclusion that the buildings 
were structurally suitable and such as 
they would wish to see provided for the 
education of the children. That would 
not only cause considerable delay and in- 
convenience, but would for some time 
postpone the stimulating and strengthen- 
ing influence of the local authority. The 
object of the hon. Member would be 
better attained by letting the Biil come 
into immediate operation, because as soon 
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as the local authority acquired its powers, 
so far as the schools provided by itself 
were concerned, the matter would be in 
its own hands, while, as regarded the 
schools not provided, one of the conditions 
under which assistance from the rates would 
be secured was that the managers made 
such alterations and improvements in the 
buildings as might reasonably be required, 
and if any question arose between the 
local authority and the managers as to 
that “reasonable requirement” it would 
be settled by the Board of Education. 
The Board would welcome the strengthen- 
ing and stimulating influence of the local 
authorities. The right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for West Monmouthshire 
had recently declared that under the 
present sinister influences which prevailed, 
the best energies of the President and 
Parliamentary Secretary of the Board of 
Education would be devoted to thwart- 
ing the praiseworthy efforts of local 
authorities to put the education of the 
country on a proper footing. He assured 
the Committee, however, that so long as 
he had anything todo with the Board of 
Education the suggestions of the local 
authorities would not be regarded by him 
—and he was sure he could say the same 
of his noble friend the President—as 
prim facie unreasonable, but would 
receive the most careful attention. For 
the reasons he had given he hoped the 
Amendment would not be pressed. 


Sirk WILLIAM HARCOURT said the 
hon. Member was entirely mistaken in 


supposing he attributed any sinister 
motives to him; on the contrary, he 
said he would act under the most 


conscientious convictions. The objection 
raised by his hon. friend, and one which 
the ratepayers would feel very strongly, 
was to the local authority being called 
upon to take over at onee a quantity of 
dilapidated property which was unfit for 
the purpose to which it was devoted. If 
the Amendment were carried and the 
voluntary managers were told that they 
would not have the benefit of the Bill un 
til the buildings were put in a decent 
state of repair, the alterations would be 
done at once ; but if they were enabled to 
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_Majesty’s Inspectors of schools 


get the aid of the rates in respect of | 


schools which were unsuitable, there 
would be a great deal of delay before the 
improvements and repairs were carried 
out. 
that they were to be called upon by the 


Sir William Anson. 


The machinery under the Bill was 
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Board of Education to put the buildings 
in repair. That would take some time, 
and consequently the proprietors of these 
entirely unsuitable buildings would get— 
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Sir WILLIAM ANSON reminded the: 
right hon. Gentleman that the buildings, 
so far from being entirely unsuitable, 
had to be found structurally suitable be- 
fore they could get the Parliamentary 
vrant. 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT said his 
complaint was that the Board did not en- 
force that requirement, otherwise schools 
would not be structurally unsuitable. 
They did not wish an intolerable strain 
to be put upon the only people who were 
to make contributions to voluntary schools, 
They ought to have the security that be- 
fore these schools derived the advantage 
of the rates they ought not to compel the 
local authority to take over unsuitable 
buildings. if that principle were 
established they would get the buildings 
made suitable at once, but if not, heaven 
knew how long they would have to wait. 
Suppose that such a demand were 
made upon the foundation managers, 
correspondence would take place with 
Whitehall upon the subject of some 
particular improvement, and anyone who 
knew anything about controversies of 
that kind knew that it might be a very 
long time beforethey got anything done 
under those circumstances. His hon. 
friend wished that before these schools. 
were taken over this question should be 
settled. 


(5.50) Dr. MACN AMARA said he was 
very glad to hear the speech of the 
Secretary to the Board of Education, 
because he recognised that they were 
now raising a question which was really 
vital to the health as well as to the 
education of the children. If they 
compelled people to send their children 
to school they must see that the schools 
were suitable. Many of the voluntary 


'schools were in a dilapidated condition, 


was a fact that some of His 
were 
guilty of a conspiracy of silence in respect 
of a great many of these buildings, 
which they “wink” at because they 
know the managers could not put them 
into a proper condition. There must not 
be any more winking at these schools, 


and it 
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and they must see that a really reason- 
able standard of efficiency was maintained. 
The first grant for the building of these 
schools was made in 1839. He had 
consulted a Blue-book on this subject 
issued in February, 1840, in which it 
was stated that a good barn might 
easily be converted into a schoolroom. 
It they acted on the advice of the 
Government at that time, and utilised 
the barns, what must be the condition 
of those schools sixty years after! ‘They 
must now take up a more rigid attitude 
altogether as regarded the suitability of 
those buildings. Three years ago, Mr. 
Fisher, the Inspector for the Plymouth 
District, said that two schools in his area 
were at present under sentence of 
condemnation. In one case part of the 
ground floor was used as a stable, which 
was underneath the main room in which 
the scholars were taught. The 
other school was built in a church- 
vard where burials took place, and 
where a grave was made within 
a tew feet of the schoolroom window. 
Those were extreme cases, but there were 
many unsuitable schools, and they ought 
to alter all that state of things now. In 
one instance there was a school in as 
bad a condition as it could possibly be, 
and yet it might go on for years as a 
voluntary school. At last the managers 
gave up the struggle and transferred it. 
lt was at once condemned, and the School 
3oard had to build a new school. They 
wanted to see that there could not be 
any more of those unsuitable premises. 
He deplored very much indeed the recent 
speech made by the Marquess of London- 
derry, for it seemed to him to be an 
intimation to the inspectors of schools to 
go on passing badly-lighted and badly- 
equipped schools. Lord Londonderry 
spoke of the luxurious accommodation 
provided by the School Board for London. 
London board schools were clean, well 
lighted, and well ventilated, but they 
were not luxurious, and were only 
equipped with the ordinary necessities of 
school life. Lord Londonderry said that 
although some of the country schools 
were deficient they gave the very best 
education. Hedenied that. He granted 


that they met the requirements of the 
Board of Education, and he wondered 
that they were able to produce the 
results they did from an intellectual point 
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of view under such difficulties. There 
was another side to the question. He 
could introduce the Lord President to 
many country teachers and children who 
have suffered because of the undesirable 
character of the premises in which they 
spent their days. He should like to 
know how many teachers were on the 
Invalid Fund under the Teachers Super- 
annuation Bill on account of the bad 
condition of the village schools. Some 
years ago he tabulated 421 returns of 
most of the village schools and the older 
voluntary schools of the towns, and he 
found that more than 25 per cent. of 
them were schools which ought to have 
been condemned long ago, because of 
their unsuitability. The hon, Member 
for North West Ham, in a presidential 
addressto the National Union of Teachers, 
said he had no hesitation in saying that 
many of the buildings used as schools 
were in such a disgraceful condition that 
it was impossible for children to spend 
five hours per day in them without 
suffering physical and moral injury. 
The schools were reported to be damp, 
not in good repair, the ventilation was 
not good, and they were not well lighted. 
The speech of the Parliamentary Secre- 
tary of the Board of Education showed 
that he desired that this thing should be 
improved, and as a practical man he must 
proceed step by step and do the best he 
could in the circumstances. He hoped 
that the Board of Education would be 
more strenuous in future, and that the 
inspectors would not pass so many of 
these buildings. He had never spoken 
strongly on the matter in the past because 
he felt that if they had not the money 
they could do nothing. Probably the 
inspectors took the view that if they 
condemned these buildings the result 
would be to set up a village School 
Board. He admitted at once that a 
village School Board as an alternative to 
the voluntary school managers was not 
always to be chosen as the best educa- 
tional expedient. If time permitted he 
could give startling instances of the in- 
capacity of the village Sehool Board. 
Speaking generally, a country village was 
teo small as a unit of administration. 
The Parliamentary Secretary referred to 
Clause 8 of the Bill, and it was no doubt 
set forth there that— 


‘“The managers of the school shall, out of 
funds provided by them, keep the school house 
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in good repair, and make such alterations and 
improvements in the buildings as may be 
reasonably required by the local education 
authority.” 

He had a rather serious question to bring 
before the Parliamentary Secretary in 
regard to this. Many of the buildings 
ought not to be used as schools, being 
entirely unfit for the purpose. The local 
education authority ought to say, and 
must say, to the voluntary — school 
managers that they must build a new 
school, or they would build one them- 
selves out of the public funds. What 
was the standard the local authority was 
to goon! Upto last year there was an 
admirable schedule in the Education Code 
dealing with the planning of elementary 
schools, 


Sir WILLIAM ANSON: The building 
rules will very shortly be in the hands of 
hon. Members. Thereis no need for any 
anxiety on the matter. 


Dr. MACNAMARA said he had a 
little anxiety on the matter. Hethought 
he was entitled to call the attention of 
the Committee to the fact that the 
schedule dealing with the planning of 
school buildings had suddenly and 
mysteriously disappeared from the Code 
on the eve of Parliament impesing a new 
obligation on the local authorities. The 
circumstance was suspicious, to say the 
least of it, for it seemed as if the Govern- 
ment were afraid to put in the hands of the 
new local authorities a standard which 
would make it difficult for the managers 
to carry out their work in existing build- 
ings, many of which were unsuitable for 
the purposes of educational work. 


(6.8.) Sin HENRY FOWLER (Wolver- 
hampton, FE.) thought the reply of the 
Parliamentary Secretary in regard to 
this Amendment was based on an in- 
correct foundation. The hon. Baronet 
stated that an immense time would have 
to elapse between the passing of the Bill 
and its coming into operation. He could 
not appreciate the force of that objection 
at all. The Act would come into opera- 
tion at once. The question was whether 
the buildings now in use were or were 
not fit for use as schools. He thought 
the Committee had a right to say that 
before these schools and other buildings 
were taken over and provided for in 

Dr. Macnamara., 
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future out of public funds they 
should be structurally suitable, at least, 
for carrying on the work of a school. If 
the buildings were structurally unsuit- 
able for tbe work of a school to be carried 
on, if the denominational authority 
practically provided nothing for the 
school, where was the force of the Prime 
Minister's argument that this authority 
should have a preponderating voice in 
the management of the school? The 
supporters of the Amendment had a right 
to ask the Government to insert it, or 
equivalent words, in the Clause to say 
that the denominational managers should 
provide structurally suitable buildings, 
and that this need should be complied 
with at once on the requisition of the 
education authority before money was 
found for the carrying on of these schools. 
But how were they to compel the volun- 


tary managers, and where were the 
funds to come from? Were they to 


compel the managers to raise a subscrip- 
tion? They could do nothing in this 
respect, and the money would have to 
be found out of the rates. As the public 
authority, therefore, wouid insist upon 
having buildings structurally suitable 
and properly equipped, the argument of 
those who supported the Amendment 
was strengthened if the public money 
was to be spent, not only in carrying on 
the school, but really in building a new 


school. The grant of that public money 
should be accompanied by popular 
control. 


Mr.SAMUELEVANSsaidthat on every 
ground some such words as these ought 
to be accepted by the Government. He 
regarded the speech of the Parliamentary 
Secretary as a mere temporising speech 
to stave over a difficulty. The new 
authorities were to be overlookers of the 
education of the country and Parliament 
ought not to saddle them with schools 
which were totally unfit for the work to be 
carried on. The Parliamentary Secretary 
said the matter would be looked into by 
the Board of Education in London, but 
everybody knew that the Board winked 
at these defects. When the country was 
making a new start in educational policy 
liberty ought to be conceded to the new 
authorities to say whether or not in their 
opinion the work of education should be 
continued in these buildings. He declined 
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to entrust Lord Londonderry with a de- 
cision of this kind. 
according to the Bill even the Marquess 
of Londonderry would have any power. 
At any rate he would have very little 
power, because the subsection of the Bill 
to which reference had been made by the 
hon. Member for North Camberwell re- 
ferred merely to alterations and improve- 
ments of existing buildings, and he made 
bold to say that, in a dispute between the 
managers of a denominational school and 
the new education authority, the latter 
could not for a moment with 
contend that they could order the 
ing to be pulled down. 
make a cow house, or a stable, or a barn 
into a good school? — It could not be done, 
and yet that was all the power that was 
given to the new education authority. 
The first essential for elementary educa- 
tion was to have a proper building, not 
one adapted from an erection which was 
structurally unfit. He maintained that 
the House had an absolute right to declare 
first, that the new education authorities 
should not be burdened with improper 
structures, and, secondly, that, having the 
duty cast upon them to provide proper 
education, they must provide it in proper 
places under proper conditions, and that 
they themselves should decide, without 
appeal, whether a school was suitable or 
not. If there was to be any delay at all, 
it would arise from this appeal to the 
Board of Education. Did the friends of 
the Bill really mean to say that the 
education authority should do ev erything 
ese in education, but should not be em- 
powered to say whether a room was fit for 
educational purposes! A good solid test 
of the bond fide x of the intentions of the 
Government on the question of efficiency 
in education could be had in their attitude 
to this question. If the Government 
intended that edneation ought to be 
properly given in’ properly-constructed 
buildings they would at once accept the 
Amendment. 


Mr. TREVELY AN said that the question 
was what authority was to be trusted to 
improve the structural condition of the 
voluntary schools, Therewasno difference 
of opinion that they wanted improvement. 
There were three authorities—the Board 
of Education, the local authority, and 
the managers. The Parliamentary 
Secretary had said that the education 
authority was capable of applying 


success 
build- 
How could they 
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pressure to those school managers, and 
was to be trusted to do it, but the most 
emphatic sentence in Lord Londonderry’s 
speech on Friday, in addressing the 
school inspectors, was—-what no doubt 
was a truism—that education was not 
confined to seats and desks and good 
buildings. It was a very good thing 
that Lord Lendonderry should address 
himself to the kind of education given 
by the teachers, but he went on to say 
that he deprecated the too rigid applica- 
tion of building rules. So much for the 
Department ; but what about the mana- 
gers? U niortunately they found in 
many parts of England the managers of 
the voluntary schools were declaring 
that it was very likely that they would 
not be able to find the money for the 
structural necessities of the school build- 
ings. The Leamington and Warwick 
Clerical Society had said it had yet to be 
shown that the rank and file of the 
Church school managers had the funds, 
or where these were to be found. Of 
course, the subscriptions would cease, for 
they would not pay as subscribers and 
be taxed at the same time. If the 
Church school managers were not going 
to find the money for structural repairs, 
one of two things must happen—either 
the structural repairs would not be made, 
or the Government would have to drop 
out the Clause at a later stage. The 
Amendment proposed to call in the 
assistance of the only remaining 
authority to insist on the alterations 
being made—that authority which the 
Government said they trusted so im- 


plicitly. 


Mr. MKENNA asked how the 
Government proposed to compel the 
managers to make the school buildings 
structurally suitable. The Secretary to 
the Board of Education had said that 
sub-Clause (/) provided for keeping the 
school house in proper repair; but, sup- 
posing the managers did not obey, what 
was tohappen? It was conceivable that, 
for want of funds, the managers could 
not make such reasonable alterations 
as might be required. Would the First 
Lord accept one or other of the 
Amendments standing later on the 
Paper which provided that, “If the 
managers are unable or unwilling to carry 


out these requirements, or fail to carry 
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them out with due despatch, the local 
education authority shall have the right 
themselves to make such repairs, altera- 
tions, and improvements as are sanctioned 
by the Board of Education, and any 
school thereafter maintained in such 
buildings shall be held to be a school 
provided by that authority.” If the 
First Lord would accept that Amendment 
he would advise his hon. friend to with- 
draw his Amendment. 


Sir WILLIAM ANSON said that if 
the hon. Member would read Clause &, 
he would see that one condition under 
which a school was maintained was that 
the managers did what was provided in 
sub-Section (7). That being so, what 
would happen in case of non-compliance 
would be that the school would cease to 
be maintained. 


Mr. M‘KENNA said that time would 
be lost if the local authority had to go to 
the Board ot Education to get their 
sanction to build another school. The 
managers would have the local education 
authority in the hollow of their hand, 
and he submitted that the remedy 
apparently was to stop education in the 
school and district. 


(6.25) Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE 
( Bristol, E.) said that he hoped that some 
answer would be given to the arguments 
urged in favour of the Amendment. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he had 
listened with great patience to the debate. 
Some hon. Gentlemen surely wished to 


defeat the Bill, and if the Bill was 
defeated those schools would go on 


exactly as they were at present. The 
second alternative was that if the Bill 
passed, the local authority would in any 
ease in which the structure of a school 
required alteration and improvement, 
inform the managers. The managers 
would either be able to carry out the 
instructions given to them or not. If 
they could not carry them out, the school 
would cease to be a voluntary school, the 
education authority would have to pro- 
vide its school, and that school would 
be a publicly provided school. There 
would be no further denominational 
education, and he would have thought 
that hon. Gentleman opposite would 


Mr. MW Kenna. 
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have much preferred that, so that he 
could not really see what it was that 
those gentlemen had to complain of. 
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Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE said he 
would not have risen after thespeech of the 
right hon. Member for West Monmouth, if 
they had had a moresatisfactory answerto 
the arguments put before the Committee 
from that side of the House. The right 
hon. Gentleman admitted that there 
were a large number of schools which 
were structurally unfit, and surely it 
was not desirable that the new local 
authority should take over bad schools. 
The point made was simply this—a large 
number of the voluntary schools were in 
an undesirable condition, and the local 
authorities, if they were to fall back on 
the school managers of these schools, 
would find that they were really bankrupt. 
For that there was no provision in this 
Bill, except with that undue delay which 
the Secretary to the Board of Education 
deprecated. It seemedto him that these 
words were the necessary complement of 
sub-Section (/) and were by no means 
unnecessary. The whole trouble was that 
there were a large number of schools in 
which education was not carried on 
properly at the present time, and which, 
in the future, if their education was to 
become efficient, would have to fall 
back on the voluntary subscribers. It 
was because the voluntary schools were 
behind that this Bill was brought in, yet 
the schools were told that they were 
to trust in the future to the efforts which 
had not been successful in the past. 


Mr. FLETCHER MOULTON (Corn- 
wall, Launceston) said the remedy, if 
there was no obedience to this condition, 
was not that the school ceased to be a 
school earning the support of the local 
education authority, but the only punish- 
ment was that it lost the Parliamentary 
grant. ‘The obligation, however, to keep 
the school going and to maintain it was 
found in the first words of Clause 8, 
and was not removed by this disobedience. 
The disobedience of the managers would 
therefore punish the local education 
authority, who would be obliged to 
maintain the school without the aid 
of the Parliamentary Grant. What 
they wanted to do by this Amendment 
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was simply to make the structural suit- 
ability of the school a condition pre- 
cedent, if he might use a legal term, to 
the taking of it over. As the matter 
stood, it was not a condition precedent, 
and the sole remedy was for the educa- 
tional authority to proceed against the 
managers, and possibly get a mandamus 
agiinst them, but the duty to maintain 
the school without the Parliamentary 
grant remained just as before. If the 
Premier would accept an Amendment to 
sub-Section 2, and make it stand thus: 
“in order that it may rank as a public 
dementary school” they would be quite 
sitisfied, but all it said at present was 
“in order to maintain the Parliamentary 
grant,’ and so long as it stood in 
that form it was quite possible for a 
shool to continue under inferior condi- 
tions in detiance of the local authority. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said the hon. 
and learned Gentleman might be right 
or he might be wrong as to the legal 
interpretation of the Clause as it stool, 
that he (Mr. Balfour) had stated the 
policy of the Government in this matter 
very frequently. If the Clause did not 
carry that out, let them get on to that 
part of it where this Amendment was 
thought to be necessary, and if it was 
necessary it would be accepted. ‘This 
was not the point at which it was re- 
quired. 


Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 8.) said he 
differed entirely from the right hon. 
Gentleman. He thought the right hon. 
Gentleman did not appreciate the point 
ot the Amendment, which was that no 
school should be taken over at all if 
its building was not in a condition 
structuratly suitable. That was, by the 
Amendment, to be a condition precedent 
to any operation of the Bill. Surely that 
was a most reasonable view to take of 
this matter. It had already been ad- 
mitted by the Secretary to the Board of 
Education that there were in the country 
nowa great numberof schools structurally 
unsuitable, and owing to the construc- 
tion of the Biil all these schools would be 
taken over, however bad they might be, 
and the first thing the County Councils 
would have to do would be to press the 
managers to put them into a suitable 
condition structurally. But there was 
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no means in the Bill as it stood of 
coercing the managers. If this change 
was not made in the Clause, the managers 
would hold the key of the position, for 
they would only have to say, “ Here are 
the schools you are required to take 
over.” He submitted that time would be 
saved in the long run if they had made 
it a condition precedent rather than 
that the matter should be made the 
means of a controversy between the 
educational authorities and the managers. 
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*Mr. DUKE (Plymouth) said the 
right hon. Gentlemen's — proposal 


amounted to this, that although the 
managers of the schools continued to 
carry on their schools in buildings which 
for twenty or thirty years had been 
approved for the purpose, a_ hostile local 
authority might at the end of this year 
refuse to provide anything for the 
expenditure which had been incurred. 
The proposal was a monstrous one, and 
was intended to destroy the voluntary 
schools, 


Mr. WALLACE (Perth) was amazed at 
the application of the word “ monstrous ” 
to an Amendment which merely sought 
to provide that the schools were 
structurally suitable. He had under- 
stood from the Prime Minister that the 
whole basis of the Bill was trust in the 
local authorities, and he could not 
imagine for a moment that there was a 
single Member in the House who thought 
that a building which was structurally 
unsuitable for a school should be foreed 
upon the local authority, yet that was 
the proposition which was made by the 
Bill as it stood. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE asked what 
was to be done if the local authorities 
said to the managers ‘‘ You must repair 
your buildings” and the latter declined 
or neglected to comply with the de- 
mand?! The school might be closed for 
eighteen months while the matter was 
being fought out. How would they 
bridge over that interval, during which 
time there might be no school at all in 
the parish? All that was asked py the 
Amendment was that there should be 
the same remedy as that which they 
had in the matter of roads at the 
present moment. When it was a ques- 
tion of taking over a road, the highway 
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authority said ‘ We will take over your 
road provided that in the first place you 


put it into proper repair.” 


that that principle should be incorporated 


in this Bill. 


Mr. A. J. 


BALFOUR said he failed 
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They desired authority. 
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Department to investigate the justice of 
the claims put forward by the local 
If that was the only difference 
between them, it ought to be decided not 


on this Clause, but on the subsequent one. 


(6.48.) 


to see that this Amendment saved any 


time, except that 


it might save the 


time required for asking the Education Noes, 249. 
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Lawrence,SirJoseph( Momm’th 
Lawrence, Wim. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lee, ArthurH (Hants, Fareham 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legee, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Heory Currie 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col. Charles W.( Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter( Bristol,S 
Lowther, ©. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Lowther, Rt. Hon.James( Kent) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, Reginald.J.(Portsmouth 
Macartney, Rt HnW.G. Ellison 
Macedona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘ Iver SirLewis( EdinburehW 
Manners, Lord Cecil 
Mildinay, Francis Bingham 
Milvain, Thomas 

Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, Robt Jasper (Shropshire) 
Morgan, DavidJ.(Walthamst’w 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H, Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Muntyz, Sir Philip A. 
Murray, Rt Hn A. Graham(Bute 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 
ONeill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Pease, Herbert Pike(Darlingt’n 
Pemberton, John S. G. 


Pill. 


Perey, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 

Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis Robert 

Randles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Rattigan, Sir William Henry 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Shettield) 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Rothschild, Hon. Lionel Walter 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John 

Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Harry 8S. (Limehouse 
Seely, May. J. EK. B.(Isleof Wight 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart, M.H.(Rentrew) 
Sinelair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, Abel H.( Hertford, East) 
Smith, JamesParker(Lanarks. 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand 
Spear, John Ward 

Spencer, Sir E. (W. Bromwich) 
Stanley, Hn. Arthur (Ormskirk 
Stanley,EdwardJas. (Somerset 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Scewart,SirMark J.M’ Taggart 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Stroyan, John 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester). 
Talbot, Rt. Hn.J.G.(OxfdUni. 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, Sir Wim. Edw. M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 
Walrond, Rt Hn. Sir WilliamH, 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C. E(Taunt’n 
Welby,Sir CharlesG. E. (Notts, 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Whiteley H(Ashton-und-Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Willoughby de Ereshby, Lord 
Willox, Sir John Arelubald 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R. 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. ( Yorks.) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart- 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Wyndham-Quin, Major W. H. 
Younger, William 
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TELLERS FOR THE NOES-— 
Sir Alexander <Acland- 
Hood and Mr. Anstruther. 


| expenditure required for that purpose other 
| than expenditure for which under this Act 
’ | provision is to be made by the managers.’ ”— 


to insert the words ‘and have the control of all | (Wr. Alexander Brown.) 
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Question proposed, “That those words 
be there inserted.”.—(Mr. Alexander 
Brown.) 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I accept this 


Amendment. 


Dr. MACNAMARA, pointing out that 
the Amendment proposed to give the 
control of expenditure to the local 
authority, asked how far the unrepealed 
portion of the Act of 1870 would permit 
the local authority absolutely and entirely 
to delegate all that financial control to the 
managers. The First Lord of the 
Treasury, at Manchester, was under a 
serious misapprehension when he said— 

“We have borrowed the term ‘ manager’ 
from the Act of L870, and in that Act the 
terms ‘managers’ and ‘management’? do not 
cury with them the idea of control.” 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Perhaps I 
ought to have said “necessarily.” 


Dr. MACNAMARA — (continuing) 
quoted Section 15 of the Act of 1870, 

“The School Board may, if they think fit, 
from time to time delegate any of their powers 
under this Act, except the power of raising 
money, and in particular, may delegate the 
control. . . and management of the schools’.” 
He thought it very desirable that the 
Government should look over that section 
and see whether it would not be necessary 
to repeal some part of it if that financial 
control was not to be directly delegated. 
There might be no objection to a directly 
elected body delegating this control, but 
there was a serious objection to a 
nominated body delegating the control to 
another body of persons, only two out of 
six of whom represented the public. 


THe ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir 
Ropert Fintay, Inverness Burghs) said 
his impression was that it weuld not be 
necessary torepeal any portion of the see- 
tion reterred to. The responsibility for the 
control of this expenditure would rest 
with the local education authority, who 
would be subject to audit in the manner 
provided. He would, however, look into 
the matter before the repealing clauses 
were reached. 


Mr. M‘KENNA moved to insert after 
“have” in the Amendment, the word 
* sole,” in order that it might be perfectly 
clear that the local authority should have 
sole control. 


{COMMONS} 


Under the Bill the control 
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of expenditure was in the hands of the 
managers, and but for this Amend. 
ment would remain exclusively in their 
hands. There was such a thing as joint 
control, and his contention was that the 
managers should have no control what- 
ever over a single penny of public money, 
As the Bill stood the managers had sole 
control over the expenditure. The 
relations — whether of dependence or 
semi-dependence—between the managers 
and the local authority were nowhere 
defined. By sub-Clause (¢) of Clause 8, 
the consent of the local education 
authority was required to the appoint- 
ment of teachers. That meant, if any- 
thing, that the managers had the 
appointment of teachers. 


*THe CHAIRMAN : The remarks of the 
hon. Member do not seem to be relevant 
to the Amendment. ‘The Amendinent is 
simply the ditference between “ control” 
and “sole control.” 


Mr. M‘KENNA said the relevaney 
was that if the managers had the sole 
contro! over the appointment and pay- 
ment of teachers they had the 
control overtheexpenditure. The Amend- 
ment was to give the control to the local 
authority. But that would not take 
away the control of the managers. His 
point was that managers should have no 
control at all. From beginning to end 
there was no power given in the Bill to 
the managers to appoint the teachers, 
but it was obviously assumed by the 
words of sub-Clause (¢) of Section &. 
That was the only possible construction 
of the Section. Consequently, the control 
of the expenditure was in the hands of 
the managers, and it was not altered by 
giving a concurrent control to the local 
authority. The insertion of the word 
was therefore necessary. 


sole 


ir sole oe 


Amendment proposed to the proposed 
Amendment— 


“After the first word ‘the,’ to insert the 
word ‘ sole.’ —(.Ur. MW‘henna.) 


Question proposed, “ That the word 


‘sole’ be there inserted in the proposed 
Amendment. ’—(MV/r. 1/‘Kennu.) 


Str ROBERT FINLAY said there was 
nota singlesyllablein the whole Bill giving 
the managers any control whatever over 
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expenditure. The hon. Member had 
read a sub-Section dealing with the 
functions of the managers, but the ques- 
tion with which the Amendment dealt 
was that of expenditure. 
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Mr. M‘KENNA pointed out that he was 
really continuing an argument which he 
began on the previous Friday. The exist- 
ing voluntary school managers had control 
over expenditure, and he had argued all 
along that it was assumed that the raw 
voluntary school managers would have 
the same control as the old managers had 
had, subject to such reductions as were 
contained in Clause 8. 


Str ROBERT FINLAY said that that 
was what he denied. The use of the word 
“sole” would lead to the supposition that 
its insertion was forthe purpose of freeing 
the local education authority from any 
conditions or restrictions as to expenditure 
imposed by the Board of Education, where- 
as it was intended, of course, that the 
authority should be subject to the general 
law, 

Sin WILLIAM HARCOURT said the 
argument seemed to be that the whole of 
the expenditure was not to be at the dis- 
posal of the education authority (‘ No.”) 
The Attorney General had said they 
were to be subject to restrictions, 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY: What I said 
was that they would be subject to such 
general restrictions as by statute are 
imposed with reference to expenditure. 


Sin WILLIAM HARCOURT: Then 
the expenditure is controlled by the 
Education Department at Whitehall ? 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY: Subject to the 
general law. 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT asked 
what then was the general law? The 
Councils would be very anxious to know 
the law that was to restrain them from 
dealing with their own money. The 
Attorney General had opened a very large 
question, and before they proceeded 
jurther the Committee were entitled to 
know what these restrictions were. 
They ought to know what the general 
law was by which the Government, 
through the Education Department, would 
govern the local authority in the expendi- 
ture of money from the rate. They could 
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not pass that over as an_ insignificant 
thing. He did not know, and, with great 
respect, he did not think the Attorney 
General knew, what those powers were. 
Perhaps the Attorney General would be 
good enough to say what they were and 
lay them on the Table. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS said that the 
point made by his hon. friend in favour of 
the Amendment had not been met. The 
Government contended that the whole of 
the control of the expenditure, or the sole 
control, should he vested in the education 
authority, but his hon. friend said that 
that was not so under the Bill. The 
position of the managers was not made 
clear by the Bill. They could test this in 
avery simple way. A very important 
part of the expenditure would be that in 
regard to the appointment of teachers. 
He wished to know who would fix the 
salary of those teachers. 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY : The local edu- 


cation authority. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS asked, if any 
claim was made by a schoolmaster, would it 
be decided by the managers or by the 
education authority. 


Sir W. HART DYKE (Kent, Dart- 
ford): It would be the local education 
authority. That was a most explicit state- 
ment made by the Prime Minister. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS said he was 
quite satisfied with the answer given by 
the Attorney General. 


*Sirn CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean) said he should like 
the Attorney General toexplain this matter 
a little further, for he could not follow 
the right hon. Gentleman's objection to 
the insertion of the word “sole.” He in- 
stanced the legal control with regard to 
the Government grants, but the introduc- 


tion of the word “sole” could not atteci 
Government grants. The right hon. 


Gentleman did not seem to have any real 
objection to the word “ sole.” 

Sir ROBERT FINLAY : The accounts 
must be subject to audit. 

Sir CHARLES DILKE pointed out 
that the words with regard to audit were 
contained in the Bill itself, and the inser 
tion of the word “sole” could not over- 
ride them. 


L 





299 Education 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE | said _ the 
Attorney General had made an important 
statement. He stated that the managers 
had no powers vested in them except 
those accorded by this Act. 


Sm ROBERT FINLAY: I said they 


had no power with regard to expenditure. 


Mr. 
why the Attorney General should dis- 
criminate between expenditure and any- 
thing else. His hon. friend said the 
managers had powers invested in them as 
voluntary managers. He wished to know, 
were those powers taken away by this 
Act! If so, then they had no power to 
appoint teachers. 


*THe CHAIRMAN: That has nothing 
to do with the Amendment. 

Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said he was 
simply taking that as an_ illustration. 
The Attorney General said there were 
no powers vested in these managers 
except the powers accorded by this Act. 
He was simply pointing out that under 
this Act there were no powers to appoint 
teachers. Therefore, the Government 
must have it in their minds that the 
managers refer to something else not in 
the Act, and he thought they were entitled 
to know where those powers came from— 
whether they proposed to put them into 
a schedule. And how were they to get a 
definition of the controlling powers of 
the managers unless they had some words 
inserted in the Act? Apparently there 
something contemplated by the 
Government which was not in the Act. 
Where the law that created the 


Was 


Was 


powers of the managers apart from the 


Bill? 


{COMMONS} 


LLOYD-GEORGE did not. see | 
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Mr. M‘KENNA said he thought the 
Attorney General ought to answer that 
question. 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY said this had 
nothing to do with the Amendment, for 
they were now dealing with the expendi- 
ture only. 


Mr. M‘KENNA contended that they 
had the same powers over expenditure as 
over anything else, and the Bill implied 
that they had powers over the teachers’ 
salaries. 


Mr. WALLACE asked whether the 
control could be delegated ly the educa- 
tion authority to the managers or not. 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY said the whole 
responsibility must remain with the local 
education authority. He did not say 
that, as a matter of convenience, the petty 
expenditure might not by arrangement 
he left in the managers’ hands. 


Dr. MACNAMARA asked if it would 
be possible for the local aythority to draw 
up their own Budget of expenditure and 
hand it over to the managers, saying, 
* Here it is; expend it.” 


Wi mild that be 


possible under this scheme for a year / 


Sim ROBERT FINLAY: I think the 
local education authority would need to 
approve or condemn that expenditure. 


(7.23.) Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 105; 
Noes, 241. (Division List No, 597.) 


AYES. 


Allan, Sir William (Gateshead) 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, RtHon Herbert Henry 
Barlow, John Emmott 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 


( Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 
Craig, Robert Hunter 
Crombie, John William 
Dalziel, James Henry 


Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grant, Corrie 

Grey, Rt. Hon. Sir E.( Berwick) 
Griffith, Ellis J. 





Bell, Kichared 

Black, Alexander William 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 
Campbell-Bannerman , Sir H. 





Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dunean, J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 

Emmott, Alfred 

Evans, Samuel T.(Glamorgan) 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fitzmaurice. Lord Edmond 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 





Harcourt, Rt. tin, Sir William 
Harmsworth, R, Leicester 
Harwood, George 

Helme, Norval Watson 
Hobhouse, C. E. H. (Bristol, E.) 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
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Joicey, Sir James 
Jones, William(Carnarvw nshire 


Kitson, Sir James 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese, Sir Joseph F. (Accrington 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Lovan, John William 

Lough, Thomas 

Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
M-Arthar, William (Cornwall) 
M:Kenna, Reginald 

Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Morley, Rt. Hon. J. (Montrose 
Moss, Samuel 

Moulton, John Fletcher 


Lewis, 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
\enew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Aird, Sir John 

Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
\rnold-Forster, Hugh ©. 
\rrol, Sir hag 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. Jobn 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balcearres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. A. J. (Manel’r 
Balfour. Rt Hn Gerald W ( Leeds) 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Dat ry Sir Francis T. (Windsor) 
Bartley, ¢ reorge C. T. 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Be ‘njamnin 
hownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignol i. Arthm 

Bigwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 

Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Grifthth- 
Bowles, Capt. H. F.( Middlesex) 
Brooktield, Colonel Montagu 
brown, Alexander H.(Shropsh. 
Butcher, John George 
Campbell, Rt Hn.J. A (Glascow 
Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes. 
Cavendish, V.C. W.( Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain. Rt. Hon..J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain, Rt Hon} A( Wore. 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. I 
Collings, Rt. Hon. 
Colomb,SirJohnCharles Ready 
Colston, ¢ has. Edw. H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 

Sir Frederiek Lucas 

A. Cameron ((lasgow) 


sesse 


Cook, 


Corbett, 


Cox, trwin, Edward Bainbridge 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 

C oss, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Crossley, 
Henry 


Sir Savile 


Cust, Jolin C. 


| Reckitr, 


120 OcTORER 1902} 


Newnes, Sir George 
Partington, Oswald 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Pirie. Duncan V. 

Priestley, Arthur 

Harold James 

Rigg, Richard 

oberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, Joon H. (Denbighs.) 
Runciman, Walter 

Schwann, Coarles E. 
Shackleton, David James 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinelair, Jolin (Fortfarshire) 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, Rt Hn. CR. (Northants 
Strachey, Sir Edward 

Tayior, Theodore Cooke 
Thomas, Alel (Carmarthen, E. ) 
Thomas,SirA. (Glamorgan, E. ) 


NOES. 


Dalrymple. Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley- 
Davies SirHoratio Di Chatham 
Denny, Col. nel 

Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dieksou-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Digby. Joha Ix. DD. Wingtield- 
Dimsdale, Sir Joseph Cocktield 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dixon-Hartland,Sirkrd Dixon 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Ri. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxtord, Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Heary Edward 

Durnin g-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dy ke kt. Hou.SirWilliamHart 
Fellowes, Hon. Aulwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt Hn. SirJ.( Mane 'r) 
Fielden, Edward Breeklelurst 
Finch, George H. 


Finlay. Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fison, Frederick William 


FitzGerald. Sir Robert Penrose- 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, kt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster. Henry William 
Foster, Philips. (Warwiek,S.W 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Garduer, Ernest 
Gartit, Will am 

(abbs.Hon. Vicary (St. Albans) 
Gordon, Maj Evans-(T'1 H ml'ts 
Crore, HnGhc.t Irmsby-(Salop 
Gore,Hon.s. FL Ormsby-(Line. ) 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hon. ¢ reorge Joachim 
Goulding. Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Kobert 
GreeneSir E. W.(Baryst. Ed. ) 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury 
Greene, W. Raymond- (Cambs, 
Grenfell, William Henry 
~ ville, Hon. Ronald 

Guest, Hon. tvor Churchill 
Gunter, Sir Robert 

Hain, Edward 

Hall. Edward Marshall 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas H. 
Hambro, Charles Erie 
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Thomas, A(( anions 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R. 
Trevelyan, ( nasi Philips 
Wallace, Robert 

Walton, JohnLawson(Leeds,S 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene 

Weir, James Galloway 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whiteley,George( York.,W.R. 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth 
Wilson, Fred. W.( Norfolk, Mid. 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES 
Mr. Herbert Gladstoneand 
Mr. William M‘Arthur. 


Hamilton. Rt Hn Lord G.(Mid’x 
Hanbury Rt. Hon. Robert Win. 
Hardy, Laurence( Kent, Ashf’rd 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslam, Sir Alfred 8S. 

Hatch, Ernest FrederieckGeorge 
Hay, Hon. Clande George 
Heath, ArthurHoward( Hanley 
Heath, James (Statfords. N. W. 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Henderson, Sir Alexander 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 
Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset, E. 
Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope,J. F.(Sheftield. Brightside 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Honidsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 

How: und dolin K’nt, Faversh’m 
Howard, J.(Midd., Tottenham 
Hozier, fon Ji ames He nryCecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutton, John VY orks. N.R.) 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Johnstone, Heywood 

Kenyon, Hon. Geo. T. (Denbigh 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W, (Salop) 
Keswick, William 

Kimber, Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence,Sir Joseph Momu'th 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lee, Arthur H.( Hants., Pareh’m 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneave 
Leigh-Bennett. Henry Currie 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col. CharlesW.( Evesham 
Long Rt. Hn. Walter( Bristol. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lueas,Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, Reginald J. (Portsmouth 
Macartney. Rt. HnW.G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (L iverpool) 
M*‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M'Iver,Sir Lewis( Edinb'reh.W 
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Manners, Lord Cecil 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milvain, Thomas 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, Robt. Jasper (Shropshire 
Morgan, DavidJ.(Walth’mst’w 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Muntz, Sir Philip A. 
Murray, RtHn. A.Graham(Bute 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 
O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Pease, Herbret Pike( Darlington 
Pember ton. John 8. G. 
Perey, Earl 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
’owell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward | 
Purvis, Robert 
Randles, John 8. 
Rankin, Sir James 


Question again proposed, “That those = (7.3 
inserted.” 


words be there 


arising. 


Mr. A. J. BaLrour rose in his place, and 
‘That the Question be 


claimed to move, 
now put.” 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Aird, Sir John 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
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Roberts, Jolin Bryn (Eifion) Strachey, Sir 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs. ) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
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Question, “That those words be there 
inserted,” put accordingly, and agreed to. 


It being half-past Seven of the clock, 
the Chairman left the Chair to make his 
Report to the House. 


Committee report 
again to-morrow, 


Progress; to sit 


EVENING SITTING. 


SERGEANT SULLIVAN, ROYAL IRISH 
CONSTABULARY — MOTION FOR 
ADJOURNMENT. 

(9.0.) Mr. WILLIAM O'BRIEN (Cork) 
moved the adjournment of the House for 
the purpose of discussing a definite matter 
of urgent public importance, viz., “the con- 
duetof the Government in Ireland in refer- 
ence to the charges of forgery, manufacture 
of outrage, and perjury against Sergeant 
Sullivan of the Royal Irish Constabulary, 
and the danger of his absconding.” The 
hon. Member said he would contine himself 
as far as possible to a plain statement of 
the facts of this case, and he would 
earnestly invite the attention of the 
House to what had occurred. He was 
quite aware that a very genuine shock was 
caused to English feeling by the case of 
Sergeant Sheridan, and that had made it 
somewhat difficult, perhaps, for English- 
men to believe that two such cases of 
atrocity could have oceurred at the same 
time and in the same force. It was easy 
to understand that Engiishmen who 
did not know Dublin Castle should be 
impressed by the fact that Sergeant 
Sheridan was for very special reasons dis- 
avowed and dismissed from the force, 
while it was evident from the half-hearted, 
and, he was afraid he must say shifty, reply 
of the Chief Secretary this afternoon that 
Dublin Castle had not yet made up_ its 
mind to throw over Sergeant Sullivan, but 
had been trying even to this day to hush 
up the matter and retain him in the police 
force. It was a task of almost incredible 
ditliculty for a private individual to follow 
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York. E. BR.) TELLEKS FOR THE Noks— 


Herle.t Gladstone 
and Mr. Wm. M*Arthur, 


. (Halfax) 
up a matter of this sort in the face of 
otticial obstruction, but the matter had now 
been brought to a stage at which he thought 
any fair-minded person who gave any 
attention to the facts would find that this 
charge had not been made without clear 
and overwhelming evidence. This was a 
case In many respects of even more gravity 
than the Sergeant Sheridan, 
because the outrage that was organised 
in this case was part of a plot against the 
honeur and reputation of the United 
Irish Leagueand its leaders, a plot of exactly 
the same character as that of Tie Tiines 
forgeries, or the Pigott forgeries, against 
Mr. Parnell, and he thought it would be 
made only too evident that the right hon. 
Gentleman's subordinates in Dublin Cast 
were saddled with the knowledge of this 
Sergeant Sullivan's guilt by their own ex 
pert in handwriting, and that nevertheless 
they deliberately, ashe would show, packeda 
jury in Sligo to acquit that man while they 
Were posing as his nominal prosecutors, 
and paid sums out of the 
public funds in order to recoup that man 
for the expense that had been incurred in 
defending him and shielding him from 
public justice. More than that, the svecial 
urgency of this Motion was this. He was 
afraid there was only too much reason to 
apprehend that Sergeant Sullivan might 
be allowed to flee the country as Sergeant 


case of 


eChormous 


Sheridan, unless the Government were 
promptly brought to book and made 


answerable for his appearance. 

He would explain) in’ a moment 
the methods by which they had been 
up to the present, and he was sorry to 
say this very day, bated in attempting to 
bring this man to justice. A wholly 
new situation had been now created by 
the providential disclosure that occurred 
quite unexpectedly during the recent 
prosecutions under the Coercion Act in 
Dublin. The Government ealled an 
expert in handwriting, an official of the 
Local Government Board, named Thomas 
Patrick Nolan, and in the course of his 
cross-eXamination there came out some 
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extraordinary admissions which ought 
to be read to the House. The 
witness, under cross - examination by 
Mr. M‘Swinney, said he was not ex- 
amined on the occasion of the trial of 
Sullivan at Sligo, and that he thought 
it necessary to explain that the jury 
acquitted Sergeant Sullivan without 
going into the defence, and the suggestion 
he made to the magistrate was that he 
was not examined at Sligo simply be- 
cause there was already an overwhelming 
ease as to the innocence of Sullivan. 
He was asked “ Were you examined?” 
and he replied ‘“ No, there were other 
ways of availing oneself of my services.” 
Yes, there are ways of propping up per- 
juries by the suyyestio fulst which this 
man did not dare go into the box and 
pledge himself to. The witness was then 
pressed as to the conclusion at which he 
had arrived on the question of hand- 
writing, and eventually he said it was 
avery awkward question. He thought 
the House would agree that it was. 
He was ordered to say whether three 
or four other experts, including Mr. 
Gurrin, the Treasury expert, did 
not differ from his opinion, and he 
replied they did not, whereupon there 
was sensationincourt. The hon. Member 
(Mr O’Brien) said he was present the 
whole time in court, and that man 
did not dare—in spite of the quibble to 
which the House had been treated at the 
Table this day—to deny that it was Ser- 
geant Sullivan’s handwriting. The House 
would see that there was a_ shock- 
ing confession by the  Govern- 
inent’s own expert in handwriting, that 
he was all along fully convinced of 
Sergeant Sullivan’s guilt, and the 
attempt that had been made, as far as he 
could understand by the Chief Secretary 
in his reply today, to say that Mr. Nolan's 
swearing that he did not differ from Mr. 
Gurrin was an evasion. It was an evasion 
not quite worthy of a great-grandson of 
Lord Edward Fitzgerald, but it was quite 
worthy of Dublin Castle. What Mr. 
Gurrin, the most eminent expert in this 
kingdom, swore, was that he was socertain 
that this forged letter was in the hand- 
Writing of Sergeant Sullivan that he could 
scarcely be more certain if he actually 
saw him write it, and if Mr. Nolan swore 
he did not differ from Mr. Gurrin, what 
in Heavens name is the meaning of this 
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contemptible hair-splitting about words 
when it is as plain as daylight. He did 
agree with Mr. Gurrin as to Sullivan’s 
guilt, and the confession was wrung out of 
him like drops of blood under the threats 
of the examining magistrate, and only 
after he had protested piteously did he 
answer the awkward question. It would 
be observed that before that admission 
was got out of him, this expert, Mr. 
Nolan, swore that although he agreed 
with Mr. Gurrin that this man was the 
writer of that forged letter, he was, 
nevertheless, employed at the Sligo trial, 
and at the Dublin triai, in order to dis- 
credit Mr. Gurrin’s evidence, which he 
heartily believed in himself, and in order 
to brazen out Sergeant Sullivan’s per- 
jured story as to his innocence. What 
was worst of all, it was now perfectly cer- 
tain that ‘the right hon. Gentleman’s sub- 
ordinates in Dublin Castle were at this 
time aware trom their own expert that 
he believed Sergeant Sullivan to be 
guilty, and, notwithstanding that, the 
Crown had actually paid this man’s tee 
for bolstering up that lie, and paid the 
enormous expenses of Sullivan's perjured 
evidence, and both the perjured_police- 
man and the dishonest expert were to this 
day retained in the service of the Crown, 
and sheltered and defended this evening. 

He would ask the House's indul- 
gence while he briefly recalled how this 
transaction arose. It occurred at the 
time whenthe United Irish League wasjust 
beginning to establish itself strongly in 
Mayo. At the very outset oi this 
League, which beyond a doubt had sue- 
ceeded and had been the means ot banish- 
ing completely and for ever crime from 
the armoury of agitation in Ireland— 
this affair was part of a concerted 
scheme, a diabolical scheme to erush 
the League by involving it and its 
leaders in the guilt of a most frightful 


crime. Some young men were sum- 
moned at Westfort for some trivial 
offence. [Mr. O’Brien waz here sub- 


jected to some Ministerial interruption, 
and turning tothe Speaker said: I must 
really appeal against this rude and 
asinine interruption.] He continued : 
The local Crown solicitor did a thing 
which no English prosecutor would ever 
have dreamt of doing. He went outside 
the case before the court, and delivered a 
violent harangue against the leaders ot 
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the United Irish League, who were not 
before the court at all, and threatened in 
the coarsest language that we should 
get something that would surprise us. 
‘The result of that harangue was that 
the policemen who were listening to him 
rushed from the court, and delivered a 
savage baton charge upon a lot of de- 
fenceless people, and in a few days after- 
wards a large force of extra policemen, 
under two resident magistrates, was 
quartered upon the district, at the ex- 
pense of £1,900 a year to the ratepayers 
of the district, which neither then nor 
since has been marked with a single 
serious crime. This standing army of 
idlers were simply swarming all over the 
district. There had to be some justifi- 
cation invented for their presence. The 
League had, by hook or by crook, to be 
dragged into some responsibility, and 
then this Sergeant Sullivan of Mulranny, 
who was on the list for promotion, 
thought his time had come. Shortly 
afterwards an admittedly forged letter 
was sent toa young country fellow—a 
powertully-built, reckless young fellow, 
who was supposed to be just the material 
for, the thing, and money was enclosed. 
It purported to come from Mr. John 
M‘Thale, the President of the Westmill 
United Irish League. The letter in- 
structed this young man, James Kelly, 
and a party of young men with blackened 
faces, to go to a house that was named, the 
house of an unpopular person in the 
neighbsurhood, on a night that was 
named and commit an outrage. The 
writer, of course, took it for granted that 
this young man was acquainted with 
Mr. M'Thale, who lived only a few miles 
away, and that he was just the stamp of 
adventuring young fellow who might 
easily enough have obeyed instructions. 
If he had done so, the result would have 
been a most horrible tragedy, for it 
turned out afterwards to be the fact 
that, upon the very night named 
in the letter, that at the very house 
named, Sergeant Sullivan of Mul- 
Tranny, with an armed police patro!, 
was lying for three hours in ambush 
behind a fence waiting for his victims. 
Not only one police patrol, but by 
some extraordinary coincidence there 
happened to be concentrated that very 
night at that very spot a doubly-armed 
police patrol, and if this young man had 
Mr. William O Brient, 
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‘turned out he would have been entrapped 


into a most frightful crime, and the 
rafters of this House would have rung 
for many a night with the guilt and with 
the complicity of myself and ev ery leader 
of the Irish Party. As it happened, this 
young man Keily was not acquainted 
with Mr. M‘Hale, and had never opened 
his lips to him in his life. He was 
amazed at getting this letter, and instead 
of falling into the trap he handed it over 
to his friends, and the result was that 
an odious plot was baulked. Sergeant 
Sullivan and his two police patrols were 
lying in ambush in vain that night, and 
the most frightful wrong that ever was 
done toa political association was averted. 
Fortunately for the accused, Sullivan had a 
great many peculiarities about his writing, 
and the moment that the forged letter 
and some admitted specimens of his hand- 
writing were submitted to the Treasury 
expert in London, he came to the con- 
clusion that they were in the same 
handwriting. This gentleman, who was 
the confidential adviser of the Treasury 
and the Post Oftice in all the most weighty 
of their affairs, staked his reputation en 
the statement that he could not have 
been a bit more sure that the letter was 
written by Sergeant Sullivan if he had 
actually seen him write it. 

Then came the difficulty of bringing this 
man to justice in the face of such a com- 
bination as that of the policeman s superior 
otticers, Dublin Castle, and the magistrates. 
Fora long time it seemed absolutely hope- 
less to try to get at him. They first 
applied to the local magistrates to repoit 
informations against him, but the local 
magistrates, being the local landlords and 
the sworn enemies of the League, instantly 
and ostentatiously took his ay and not 
only refused the informations, but Lord 
Sligo, the magistrate who presided, actu- 
ally got hold of the forged letter and 
refused to give it up. It was only when 
their counsel, The Macdermott, a former 
Attorney General, threatened him with 
instant proceedings in the Court of King’s 
Bench that the letter was given up, and, 
but for that, their last chance would have 
heen destroyed of bringingt his miscreant to 
justice. On the hearing of the case before 
the magistrate, the police patrol book was 
produced. It purported to show that 
Sergeant Sullivan and his police patrol 
had been lying in ambush from 10 to 11 
p-m. on that night. One of the police- 


men in the Mulranny Barracks named 
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Curtain, who up to that time had not in 
any way, directly or indirectly, interfered 
in the case, saw this statement reported 
in next day’s papers. He had seen the 
police patrol book only a few days before, 
and he was amazed at the statement, for 
he remembered that what he saw in the 
police patrol book was, that they lay in 
ambush from 10 p.m. to 1 a.m. He went 
again to the police patrol book, and found 
that a most vital alteration had been 
made during the few days which had 
elapsed since he formerly saw it—that 
was to say, since the prosecution was 
instituted. The alteration made it appear 
that the ambush had lasted from 10 to 11 
p.m., instead of, as it originally stood, 
trom 10 p.m. to 1 a.m. With a courage 
that did him honour, Constable Curtain, 
feeling that a shameful attempt had been 
mae to mutilate the police record, and 
in view of the most frightful charge, 
reported the matter to his superior officer, 
Iustrict Inspector Oulton. The officer 
treated him with the utmost rudeness and 
brutality. He told this poor constable 
to mind his own business. When the 
policeman went back that night to his 
barrack at Mulranny, he was told by 
Sergeant Sullivan, the incriminated man, 
that he was to be removed to the desolate 
island of Inishkea, twelve miles from 
the mainland. This was the spirit that 
created Sergeant Sullivans. 


What happened after this? This Con- 
stable Curtain was punished by being sent 
tothat wild island, boycotted, and eventu- 
ally tortured out of the force, for they did 
uot dare to dismiss him, there not being a 
black mark against him. He thought it his 
duty to communicate to the prosecution 
this vital alteration which had _ been 
made in the police book. The con- 
sequence was that they were able to| 
send up an indictment to the Grand | 
Jury. In the face of i- | 





this evi- | 
dence even the Grand Jury of land- 
lords of County Mayo were obliged to | 
return Sullivan for trial. One would | 
suppose that at this day, at all events, 
the Castle officials would restrain their 
partisanship towards a man committed | 
for trial for this appalling crime, and as 
to whom everybody, of course, knew 
that he could only be brought to justice 
by fairness and determination on the | 
part of police officers. They might have 
been expected to steer an even keel, at 
all events, and to make the truth known 
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whatever the consequences might be. 
What happened? The very man who 
stepped forward and offered himself as 
bail for Sergeant Sullivan was County 
Inspector Milling, the principal police 
officer in the county. The other bail 
was Sergeant Sullivan’s superior officer, 
District Inspector Oulton, of Newport, 
who had rebuked and upbraided Curtain 
for his indiscreet conscientiousness in 
divulging the mutilation of the police 
record. Of course Sergeant Sullivan 
was liberated, and a national defence 
fund was raised, every police barrack 
in the country contributing. There was 
a furious agitation among the police 
instituted, and it might have cost some 
of those connected with the prosecution 
their lives. They showed unbridled 
ferocity towards them, and it was in an 
atmosphere of that kind that the Crown 
took up the prosecution. The Crown 
was asked, as a gauge of fair play in so 


| desperately important a matter, to em- 


ploy The Macdermott, who was engaged 
in the private prosecution, and who was 
cognisant of the .acts. The Crown was 
represented by Sir Patrick Coll, the 
father-in-law of Mr. Malachy Kelly, the 
Crown solicitor. Sir Patrick Coll 
insolently declined to allow The Mac- 
dermott to have any voice in the pro- 
secution. Sir Patrick Coll instructed 
his own son-in-law to work up the 
evidence for the prosecution, and that 
man spent the greater part of his 
time in the police barrack with Sergeant 
Sullivan and his brother policemen. 
Every witness for the prosecution—he 
had it from the lips of Mr. Gurrin him- 
self—was treated with a rudeness that left 
no possible doubt as to what they were to 
expect at the trial. Sullivan was tried at 
Sligo Winter Assizes, at which also poor 
M’Goohan, of whom the House had heard 
so much, became the innocent victim of 
In that case there was a mis- 
carriage of justice which the Chief Secre- 
tary was now one of the loudest and most 
penitent to avow and proclaim. The 
House would remember that in the case 
of this poor creature the jury was care- 
fully packed to convict. Every Catholic 
and every Nationalist was ordered to 
stand aside. Of ccurse the jury packing 
in that case had its effect. That was one 
portion of the jury packing operations of 
the Crown at these assizes. But there 
was another portion. Having convicted 
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an innocent man, they passed on to acquit 
a guilty policeman. In the case of 
Sullivan the jury packing was carefully 
manipulated by Mr. Malachy Kelly, who 
was nominally the Crown prosecutor, but 
who was the prime mover in this. They 
had the disgusting spectacle of a wholly 
Protestant, wholly Unionist, and largely 
Orange jury, sworn in this venue where 
nine-tenths of the inhabitants were Roman 
Catholic. The hon. Member was present 
at the trial at Sligo, and certainly, since 
the part that “ Honest lago” took in the 
duel between Othello and Cassio, there 
never Was witnessed a more dishonest or 
a more revolting performance. The 
Crown Counsel addressed the jury with 
their tongues in their cheeks, plainly 
apologising for the necessity of submitting 
the case. The Nationalist witnesses were 
ladgered as if they were dogs, with the 
connivance of the Crown Prosecutor, and, 
to crown all, the partisanship of this 
Orange jury was so naked, so ostentatious, 
that they actually announced their 
verdict before the evidence of one 
of the most important witnesses—Police 
Constable Curtain—had been _ heard. 
Mr. Justice Gibson rebuked the jury for 
this, and ordered them to retire; but 
subsequently the jury returned with the 
verdict as had been already stated. This 
jury, without even calling for witnesses 
tor the defence, insisted upon acquitting 
Sergeant Sullivan, although they knew 
now that if the witnesses for the defence 
had been produced, the first and principal 
witness, Nolan, expert in handwriting, 
and otticial of the Local Government 
Board, would have been obliged to avow 
that he agreed with Gurrin that Sergeant 
Sullivan was the writer of the letter. 
When the foreman of the jury stated that 
they had unanimously made up their 
minds before hearing Constable Curtain, 
Justice Gibson said he had never heard 
of such a case. No human being ever 
hefore heard of such a thing happening ina 
civilised community. After Sullivan was 
acquitted, these men went about Sligo 
drunk, and insulting all the prosecution 
witnesses. Some of his friends in Sligo, 
who were not very nervous people, 
thought it necessary to accompany him 
in the train that night, just as the stal- 
wart Minister of Agriculture sidled up to 
the First Lord of the Treasury the other 
night when an [rish Member approached 
him. That was a specimen of the spirit 
Mr. William O Brient. 
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which had been created by Dublin Castle, 
and of the spirit in which this disgusting 
bogus prosecution was conducted. 


He had forgotten to mention one cir- 
cumstance as to the perfect network of 
obstruction caused by all sorts of officials, 
The Sligo trial had put anendtoany chance 
of bringing this man to trial for a criminal 
offence. To be quite candid, the expense 
of all those proceedings was so heavy as 
to be almost too crushing for him to bear: 
but the thing was so atrocious, and it 
seemed so intolerable to let the truth he 
smothered in that foul way, that a civil 
action for libel was brought in Dublin. Of 
course in a civil action in Dublin there 
could be no hope of packing the jury. 
On the other hand, the special jurors in 
the County of Dublin were chietly Union- 
ists and Protestants, and there could he 
no hocussing such a jury by the evidence 
given in the bogus trial in Sligo. The 
jury heard the case, and the more the 
facts were sifted the more they were 
convinced of the truth of the case for the 
United League. The result was that 
eleven out of the twelve jurors were 
firmly convinced of this man’s guilt. 
It was a matter of public notoriety that 
the universal opinion in the Four Courts 
which was not particularly favourable to 
the Nationalist cause, was that they had 
proved their case up to the hilt, in spite 
of the wanton obstruction. When the 
trial was about to come on in Dublin he 
received a telegram from his_ solicitor, 
stating that for the convenience of 
counsel, it was intended to apply on 
the following day for the postponement ot 
the action to the next sitting, unless 
he wired to the solicitor to — the 
contrary. He instantly telegraphed that 
on no account was the action to 
he delayed for a single hour. That 
telegram was handed in to the telegraph 
office at Westport, and received by 
a clerk named Robinson, a friend 
of Sullivan's, with whom he had 
been seen drinking the previous night. 
That telegram was never delivered in 
Dublin; it was burked, and suppressed. 
Fortunately, feeling so strongly as_ he 
did that any delay would be fatal, in 
addition to telegraphing he wrote to his 
solicitor. The suppression of that telegram 
was brought before the House by his hon. 
friend, and the only sort of excuse given 
by the Postmaster General for the dis- 
appearance of this vital telegram was that 
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it had failed in transmission on the wires 
between Westport and Dublin! Did any 
one ever hear of such an excuse? He 
had the best proof what a lie it was, for 
that very day he had sent other telegrams 
along these failing wires from Westport 
to Dublin, and every one of them arrived 
safely. Of course they understood that 
the failure of transmission on the wires 
was the desperate invention of an_ official 
who desired to shield this man. Again 
and again they had asked for a public and 
open Investigation into this most dreadful 
scandal as to the abuse of the telegraph 
wires, but it was all of no use. Many 
months afterwards the telegraph clerk 
Robinson was dismissed from the service 
on some other pretext, but it had never 
heen admitted that the wires had been 
rigged in order to shield Sullivan. That 
was only one of hundreds of specimens 
of what they had had to go through in 
this case. There was a regular conspiracy, 
asort of freemasonry among the officials 
in Ireland to make discovery in such a 
case as this impossible. He did not 
think it would be denied by the Crown 
that thousands of pounds of public money 
had been spent in the defence of this man, 
at the bogus trial in Sligo and at 
the trial at Dublin. It turned out to be 
a fact that when the Government paid 
these vast sums for the defence of this 
man they must have been aware that 
their own expert in handwriting believed 
n his heart that Sullivan was guilty, and 
that he had been foreed to the same 
conclusion as Mr. Gurrin, The evidence 
of Mr. Nolan proved that while he himself 
agreed with Mr. Gurrin that this man 
was a forger, he was employed for the 
purpose of defeating justice and discredit- 
ing Mr. Gurrin’s evidence. He knew of 
no story in the administration of justice 
more horrible. This perjured policeman 
and this expert witness were now in the 
service of the Government, and were 
honoured, and more. or defended 
by the Attorney General. In some re- 
spects this was, to his thinking, an even 
more serious case than that of Sergeant 
Sheridan, because the Chief Secretary had 
that when he convinced of 
Sheridan’s guilt he was dismissed. Un- 
doubtedly, if the Chief Secretary had not 
the Irish Members would have 
worn away their lives before they could 
have convinced the House of Sheridan’s 
guilt. And this was the Government of 
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a country which was so horrified at the 
miscarriage of justice in the Dreyfus case ! 

He wanted to know now what the 
Government were going to do besides 
shivering at that table. (A laugh.) The 
laugh was not impressive, but the shivering 
was impressive. Were the Government 
going to dismiss this man Sullivan from 
the force? What were they going to do 
with the police accomplices! It was 
stated that, owing to the malfeasance of 
the Crown, Sullivan could not be pro 
secuted for forgery, but he could be pro 
secuted for perjury, and it was known 
that in twenty-four hours they could 
make the proof of this man’s guilt over- 
whelming. The real danger at this 
moment was that when this man read in 
Ireland the diseussion in the House of 
Commons it was not at all impossible 
that he might follow Sergeant Sheridan 
to America, because he knew that they 
were not going to allow this matter to 
die. It atrocious that at any 
hazard and at any cost they would not 
allow this crime to gounexposed. It bad 
heen said in the House that thev vilified 
the Royal Irish Constabulary, who were 
their own countrymen. They had never 
done anything of the kind. In his own 
experience nine out of every ten con- 
were honest respectable 
young Irishmen, were most re 
luctantly driven by poverty and the 
absence of a career in their own country 
to take service against their own country 
men. But, while nine out of every ten 
were decent and respectable men, the 
tenth was a thorough ruttian ; and it was 
always the ruthan who was picked out, 
honoured, and given promotion. The 
greater the scandal, the morerapid the pro- 
motion, and a shield would be thrown over 
their misdeeds by Dublin Castle. Sheridan 
was foolish enough to fall out with his 
superior officer, when he was thrown over 
hoard without mercy. Sergeant Sullivan 
was championed by his district inspectors, 
and Dublin Castle held on to him. This 
was not a twopenny-halipenny legal 
question, but a question deeply atfecting 
the whole of Ireland, and he asked the 
Chief Secretary what he was going to do. 
Was he going to dismiss Sullivan, or 
send him out of the country, or give him 
They would 


Was so 


stables and 


who 


a compassionate allowance ? 
drag the truth of this 
matter what were the obstacles, or who 
might have to suffer. 


case out no 
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Mr. CONOR O’KELLY (Mayo, N.) said 
he wished to congratulate the hon. Mem- 
ber for Cork on his masterly address. and 
he hoped that the Motion, which he was 
proud to second, would be carried. He 
knew Mr. M‘Hale perfectly well, and he 
was thoroughly satisfied that that young 
man would rather see his right hand 
wither from his body than have written 
that letter. It was quite obvious, where 
crime was rare, and the people peaceable, 
and where promotion in the police force 
was very slow indeed, the temptations to 


create crimes as a means of securing | 


promotion were very great. If the letter 
had been delivered to Kelly, to whom it 
was addressed, possibly that young man 
would have been shot in cold blood, or 
he would have been arrested and 
returned for trial by a packed jury, and 
it would not have been the fault of 
Sullivan if evidence had not been forth- 
coming to convict him. Moveover, the 
district would have been branded with a 
suspicion of crime, and the inevitable 
sequel would have been that Sullivan 
would have been hailed as an efficient 
officer who had been successful in 
the suppression of crime. The Chief 
Secretary had said that the evidence 
on which Sergeant Sheridan was dis- 
missed could not have possibly secured 


a conviction, but the case against 
Sergeant Sullivan was far stronger, 


especially as his own expert witness 
believed in his guilt, and also because of 
the fact that ten out of twelve Dublin 
jurors were convinced that he was guilty. 
Recent developments made it plainer than 
ever that Sullivan did write the letter, 
and instead of wearing the uniform of a 
police ofticer he should be wearing the 
garb of a convict. For the last four years 
he had been Chairman of the County 
Council of his own county, and one of the 
districts in which extra poiice were 


quartered was the very district in which | 


Sullivan was stationed. Representations 


were made by Sullivan and his officers to | 


Dublin Castle that that district needed 
the protection of extra police, and the 


people were penalised by having to pay | 
No case from the district was | 


tor them. 


ever sent to the assizes ; it was a perfectly 


peaceable district, but, notwithstanding | 


that, the County Council during the first 
two years of its existence received com- 
munications from the Inspector eneral 
of the Royal Irish Constabulary, calling 
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on it to pay £1,900 a year for extra police 
to be levied off one of the most poverty- 
stricken districts in the West of Ireland, 
and at the same time one of the most 
peaceful districts. The County Council 
asked for aninquiry. It pointed out that 
the district was peaceful, but Dublin 
Castle turned a deaf ear to its representa. 
tions. The statistics of the Government 
showed that there was no crime in the 
district, yet it was mulcted for the 
maintenance of an extra police force ; and 
it was only when the County Council 
threatened to throw on the Government 
the task of conducting the affairs of the 
county, and to allow the whole structure 
of Local Government to tumble to the 
ground, that the extra force was absorbed 
into the general force, the district being 
no longer responsible for its maintenance. 
So long as it was the policy of the 
Government to allow men like Sergeant 
Sullivan to defeat it, how could the Irish 
people be blamed if they were contirmed 
in their worst suspicions of the doings of 
the Royal Irish Constabulary ¢ 





Motion made and Question proposed. 
“That this House do nuw adjourn. — 
(Mr IVilliam O'Brien.) 


(10.23.) THe ATTORNEY GENERAL 
FOR IRELAND (Mr. Atkinson, London- 
derry, N.) said, as nine-tenths or nineteen- 
| twentieths of the speech of the hon. 
| Member for Cork was concerned with 
| matters which took place before his right 
hon. friend assumed his present position, 
| and were concerned with criminal pro- 
| secutions for which he was entirely 





responsible, it was becoming that he 
should put the House in _ possession 
|of the facts, which from the be 
| ginning to the end of the hon. Mem- 
| ber’s oration had been strangely misre- 
| presented. He would not say deliberately 
misrepresented, because he believed the 
‘hon. Member was so possessed of the 
| notion of the iniquity of Sergeant 
| Sullivan—— 

Mr. WILLIAM O'BRIEN: So is your 
own expert. 


Mr. ATKINSON said Mr. O’Brien was 
so persuaded of theiniquity of every Crown 
| Official in Ireland that that must account 
| for his distorted view, and for the way 
‘in which he had pursued Sullivan with 


| 
| 
| 





320 


lice 
erty- 
land, 
most 
inci] 
that 
iblin 
nta- 
nent 
: the 

the 
and 
incil 
nent 
the 
ture 
the 
bed 
eing 
nee, 
the 
eant 
ish 
med 
s of 


sed, 


AL 
lon- 
een- 
on. 
ith 
ght 
lon, 
pro- 
rely 
he 
ion 
be 
em- 
sre- 
‘ely 
the 
the 
ant 


our 


vas 
wn 


ya y 


ith 





321 Motion Jor 


the most implacable hate, andby methods 
which, as far at all events as he con- 
ceived, were inconsistent with the very 
rudiments of justice. There was scarcely 
an hon. Member in the House who would 
believe that the hon. Member had pro- 
secuted this man and that he had been 


acquitted. He had sued him civilly in a 
venue he had himself selected. The 
action was pending at the present 


moment. Unless he was greatly mis- 
taken, it still remained on the file. 


Mr. WILLIAM O’BRIEN : The action 
js not pending. 


Mr. ATKINSON said it was on the 
file of the Court at the present hour, and 
yet the hon. Member thought it con- 
sistent with fair play, with what was just 
and right, and even decent, to avail him- 
self of his position in the House to vilify 
the man he failed to convict either before 
a civil or a criminal Court. The hon. 
Member said something about the venue 
in the Court of Dublin. That was his 
own venue; he selected it himself, and if 
he were not satisfied with it why did he 
not ask the Court to change? If the 
hon. Member thought that the dis- 
closure that has been recently made of 
the evidence of this man Nolan was 
sufficient to bring home conviction to 
any man of the truth and justice of the 
case he made against this man Sullivan, 
why did he not go on with the civil 


action? No, he was too cowardly. [Cries 
of * Withdraw. ”’| 
Mr. WILLIAM O'BRIEN: I will ask 


you, sir, whether or not that is a dis- 
orderly remark. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I could have wished 
the right hon. Gentleman had expressed 
himself in more moderate language. At 
the same time, 1 am bound to say I did 
not take it as if he had spoken of the hon. 
Member as a coward, or else I should 
have interrupted him. I thought he was 
speaking rather of the policy and tone of 
the speech of the hon. Member, which he 
has a right to characterise. 

Mr. WILLIAM O’BRIEN: ! 
back the word “coward.” 

*Mr. SPEAKER: I understood the 
right hon. Gentleman to say he would 
withdraw that expression. 


fling 
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Mr. WILLIAM O'BRIEN : He did not. 


Let him say it now. 


Mr. ATKINSON said he would with- 
draw the word “ cowardly,” as he had 
already done; but he wouldsay the hon. 
Member adopted a course which, at ail 
events, he thought was an unfair course. 
If, as he contended tonight, he had 
obtained evidence which must convict 
this man Sullivan of this charge, why 
did he not have it further investigated 
in the Civil Court? It would have been 
not only fair, but mst and right to bring 
his action to test. 


Mr. WILLIAM O'BRIEN: So I wil! : 
but it is your duty. 


Mr. ATKINSON said that at all events 
that was the way the mutter stood. A 
criminal action had been tried, and this 
man has been acquitted. A civil action 
had been tried for practically the same 
thing as in the criminal trial. He was 
accused of promoting outrage by means 
of a letter. A civil action was brought 
for libel on that same letter, and the 
real question in the controversy in both 
trials was whether he was the writer of 
the letter or not. But the hon. Member. 
instead of proceeding with the civil action. 
preferred to assail this man in this way 
before this House. What was it the hon. 
Gentleman asked? He asked that my 
right hon. friend should try the case 
again. Could it be demanded in this 
House that a man who had been once 
tried before the tribunals of the land and 
acquitted should be tried again for thi 
same offence? There was no power to 
try him again. It would be monstrous 
to try him again for the same offence, 
even if the verdict given against him 
was as unsatisfactory as any man who 
fairly approached the consideration ot 
the case must hold it to be satisfactory. 
He would not attempt on this occasion 
to go through that case again, for the 
House otf Commons was the mest un- 
suitable assembly to decide what was the 
just and fair conclusion from the evidence 
of a great many witnesses, and a lone 
and complicated cross-examination. He 
had read the case many times, and read 
the evidence before the prosecution was 
instituted ; he had read the report of the 


trial, and he said no man could read that 
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without coming to the conclusion that 
there was a fair case one way or the 
other, even on the evidence of the Crown, 
for a jury to say that this man was guilty 
or that he was not ; either the letter was 
a concoction or it was not; either he 
had written it, or somebody else had 
forged it, and made the charge against 
him. The jury chose one alternative, 
and now, because that conclusion was 
disagreeable to the hon. Member, he 
assailed the verdict. That was a most 
iniquitous thing. He would not stop to 
refer more to the first prosecution were 
it not that the hon. Member had chosen to 
make some reflections upon the different 
persons who were engaged in it. He has 
made, first of all, a statement that there 
was what he called jury-packing. The 
facts were that there were nine jurors 
set aside by the Crown, and five were 
challenged by the prisoner. He did not 
know what religion they were. Hon. 
Members make statements in the House 
that so and so was a Protestant and so 
and so a Roman Catholic, but they must 
be aware at the time they make them 
there was no possibility of checking 
them. At all events, if they were Roman 
Catholics who were set aside and Pro- 
testants who were selected, certainly that 
was not his fault. He had directed every 
stage of this prosecution, and he took 
the precaution of sending a_ special 
cireular to the Crown Solicitor who 
had charge which was to 
this effect :— 


of the case, 


* As the action of the Crown in this case is 
likely to be misrepresented, no matter what it 
may be, I wish particularly to call your atten- 
tion to the fact that you should examine the 
panel most carefully, and consult the Crown 

Solicitor.” 


{Much 
Members. 


j 


interruption from Nationalist 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order. 
Members should abstain from these 
and frequent interruptions. The attack 
was listened to with extreme courtesy and 
attention, and I do hope hon. Gentlemen 
will show the same courtesy to the right 
hon. Gentleman. 


Hon. 


long 


Mr, SWIFT McNEILL (Donegal, S.) 
It is the local Crown Solicitor to whom 
the letter was sent. 


Mr. < Lthins mn. 
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Mr. ATKINSON: Yes, the local 
Crown Solicitor. 

‘*T desire, moreover, in this and all other 
cases in which local prejudice may be exe ited, 
or juries influenced by fear, you will do your 
utmost to secure that a fair and impartial ’j jury 
shall be empanelled. In that endeavour you 
will act strictly on the lines of the circular to 
the Crown Solicitors of the 12th February, 
1894, and signed by my predecessor in ottice, 
a copy of which, no doubt, you have in your 
ottice.”” 


The Crown Rules provided that no man 
should be set aside on account of his re- 
ligious belief. Hon. Members would say, 
of course, he was not sincere in all that 

that that was the usual complimentary 
strain—that he had his tongue in his 
cheek all the while he was giving 


that direction; but if he had. why 
should the Crown Solicitor, who gets 
that instruction, deliberately, and for 


no purpose, violate his duty, and set aside 
men for such reasons? Those were the 
instructions given, and he had 
reason to believe those 
carried out. The gentleman who got 
those instructions was a Roman Catholic. 
a gentleman of well-known character and 


every 
instructions were 


position, one of the most respectable 
solicitors in Ireland, anda gentleman 
whom all classes in Lreland respected, 


He sent down to conduct the case the 
‘enior Crown Prosecutor in Lreland, who 
was a colleague of his, and was now a 
member of the judicial bench in Treland, 
and he wound up his speech by saying his 
instructions were that no favour of any 
kind was to be shown to this man. He 
would cite a passage from his speech 
‘This is not a case for sympathy in a court 
of justice, and the jury should deal out the 
sane justice to the sergeant as they would to 
the humblest subject of the community.” 
The hon. Member for Cork said, * All 
this is a bogus thing,” but when it suited 


him, when he was trying to get the 
verdict of the jury in Dublin, those who 


represented him did not say it, because 
he knew such a thing would be rejected 
withscorn. Mr, O'Shaughnessy, K.C.,was 
his counsel and, in addressing the jury he 
said that no one, in the Court or out of it, 
would foramoment believe Mr. Geo. Wright 
who was counsel for the Crown in the 
criminal ever did anything ,un- 
worthy of the profession of which he was 
such a distinguished member, or of him- 
self. Then as to Mr. Malachy Kelly he 
said that why the Crown solicitor should 
have been brought into the case he could 


case 
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not understand. They had not in the 
slightest manner reflected on that 
gentleman, and as far as he (counsel) was 
concerned it was wholly unnecessary to 
defend hin. 


Mr. WILLIAM O'BRIEN said he had 
great respect for Mr. O'Shaughnessy as 
a counsel, but he should be as sorry to 
be bound by Mr. O'Shaughnessy’s 
politics as he was sure Mr. O’Shaugh. 
nessy would be to be bound by 
his. 


Mr. ATKINSON said that that was 
not the point at all. The hon. Member 
had made aspersions on the Crown 
counsel of the Crown Solicitor who con- 
ducted the previous prosecution, but he 
knew periectly well that he dare not 
state them before any independent and 
honest tribunal, and his counsel in his 
presence retracted every one of them. 


Mr. WILLIAM O'BRIEN said that 
Mr. O'Shaughnessy was not his 
counsel. If he identified himself with 
Mr. M’Hale. because his honour was 
struck at as well as Mr. M’Hale’s, that 
did nov alter the fact that the action 
was brought by Mr. M’Hale and that he 
was in no way responsible. 


Mr. ATKINSON said the hon. Member 
now stated that he was not concerned in 
the action. He would quote from the report 
of the trial to show the position of the 
hon. Member. Mr. MHale, the president 
of the local branch of the League, Was 
the prosecutor in the criminal trial and 
the plaintiff in the criminal action. He 
was asked “ Are you the nominal or the 
real prosecutor in the case?” “TT am 
not the nominal but the real prosecutor. 
I may have said that.” “ Was it true?” 
“Well no. It was not exactly true, 
except that I could not tight.” Then he 
was asked by his lordship what he meant 
by saying he was not the nominal but the 
real prosecutor and he replied, “I am 
the real prosecutor in the case because 
[am the man whose name was forged, 
but [ had no money myself to go on 
with it.’ Then he was asked “ who did 


you look to as your paymaster 7” and he 
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replied “ Mr. O’Brien.” [{ Here, according 
to the report, Mr. O’Brien interrupted 
with, “ Yes.” ] 


Mr. WILLIAM O'BRIEN: There is 
some mistake there. This is a personal 
matter, and we ought to have common 
fair play. I did not open my lips in the 
whole course of this libel prosecution. 


Mr. ATKINSON: Criminal prosecu- 
tion. 
Mr. WILLIAM O'BRIEN: No, not 


once. It is a misprint ; it must be. 


Mr. ATKINSON : Lam reading from 
the shorthand-writer’s transcript of the 
evidence. {Nationalist cries of “ Where 
was it published 7” and * A 
reporter.” | 


police 


Mr. WILLIAM O'BRIEN: I pledge 
my word I never opened my lips in the 
Court. [Some Ministerial cries of “Sit 
down.”}] [will not sit down, we are fight- 
ing in this House against terrific odds. | 
never opened iny lips in the course of that 
trial, but I have no difficulty whatever in 
saying now that, rather than see this poor 
creature crushed under this” frightful 
imputation for want of money, to the 
best extent of my means, as well as of the 
local organization’s means, we would have 
done our best to vindicate justice and our 
own honour. 


Mr. ATKINSON said that of course, 
he accepted the assurance of the hon. 
Member. The hon. Member would not 
deny that he financed this man, but why 
did he not repudiate the disclaimer of his 
counsel? Why did he not make those 
statements then, when they could be 
tested? The jury in the criminal case 
did not hear the prisoner’s defence, and 
although counsel for the Crown pressed 
them to reconsider the matter, they said 
that they were perfectly satisfied that 
the case was not sustained. Then the 
civil action went on and the hon. 
Member said that eleven of the jurors 
were in his favour. There was no way 
in which the hon. Member could legally 
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ascertain that. All he knew was that 
there was a disagreement in the venue 
selected by the hon. Member himself. 
Was it right or fair, while the courts 
were stil] open to the hon. Member to 
revive a discussion of events which took 
place four years ago, and in reference to 
which a full debate took place more than 
three years ago? A man named Nolan 
was apparently employed by Sullivan, 
for what did not appear clear from the 
newspaper report of the evidence. He 
would however assume, if the hon. Mem- 
ber wished it, that he was employed to give 
evidence as an expert. The executive 
Government had no control over him, 
and had nothing todo withhim. He was 
the witness of theaccused and was brought 
down to Sligo, but was notexamined be- 
cause the prisoner’s case was not opened. 
Were the Crown responsible for that? 
Were the Crown to step in and pre- 
vent the accused man from being 
acquitted ? Nolan was also brought to 
Dublin, but was not examined. He was 
not responsible, and the executive 
Government were not 
that. Why he was not examined he 
did not know. Some short time ago 
Nolan, in answer to a question in Green 
Street, denied that he delivered any 
opinion, and the moment he said that 
the hon. Member for Cork City believed 
he was brought down to Sligo to com- 
mit perjury, though he now admitted 


that he was willing to swear he did not | 
next | 


agree with Mr. Gurrin. The 
assumption of the hon. Member was 
that the Crown knew that the 
prisoner's expert would confirm the 
evidence of Mr. Gurrin, and that the 
Crown brought down this 
swear a falsehood. He could pledge his 
reputation and his position that, until 
Nolan was examined in Green Street, 


Sergeant Sullivan, he never knew what 
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responsible for | 


man to) 


his evidence would be, he knew ab- | 
solutely nothing about it. It was 


a moustrous practice, daily resorted 
to by hon. Members opposite, without 


one tittle of proof to sustain them, 
to use their position in the House 
to bring the most infamous charges 
against the executive Government. 


Such charges, made and repeated in that 
House without proof, were less derogatory 


to those against whom they were directed 


Mr. Atk ison, 


Harbour) said’ he desired to 
he never knew he was employed by | 
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than to the men who made them. The 


' employment of The MacDermott as counsel 
for the prosecution he refused because 
that gentleman had been counsel against 
the prisoner in the initial private litiga- 
tion, and for the Attorney General to 
brief him would have been for the Crown 
to take sides. The hon. Member for 
Cork said that while nine-tenths of the 
constabulary force were honest men, it 
was the other tenth—-the scoundrels— 
that secured promotion. The House 
must see how difficult it would be to 
organise a police force on those lines, 
The hon. Member apparently believed 
that when a charge was brought against 
a policeman he ought to be hunted to 
death, and that every man was a low 
conspirator and a criminal who came 
forward to obtain for him a fair trial, 
He would point out that the Crown was 
bound to pay the expenses of every 
prisoner who was brought from his own 
county for trial at the Winter Assizes, 
and he presumed the hon. Member 
‘thought that because the accused was a 





| policeman that rule should be departed 
trom. What would be thought of him 
jand what charges would be brought 
| 


against him if, instead of holding himselt 
aloof from both parties, he allied himself 
| with one side? The hon. Member asked 
| what course the Government intended to 
jtake. That was a matter more for his 
right hon. friend than for him to answer. 
But he had no objection to tell the hon. 
Member, upon his experience as a counsel 
of some standing, what advice he would 
| give his right hon. friend, and that was 
that it would be a most monstrous out- 
rage on justice to put a man for a second 
time on his trial for the same offence for 
which he had been acquitted. 


(11.7.) Mr. HARRINGTON (Dublin, 
put one 
question to the {right hon, Gentleman, 
which would test the dona fides of the 
speech he had just delivered. The righ: 
hon. Gentleman stated that he was re- 
sponsible for the whole proceedings in this 
case. He appealed to the right hon. 
Gentleman as a man of honour to say 
whether he had ever compared the forged 
letter with the admitted handwriting of 
Sergeant Sullivan. 


Mr. ATKINSON said he had 
photographs of both documents. 


seen 
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Mr. HARRINGTON said he had com 
pared both, and he had too long an ae 
quaintance with the right hon. Gentleman 
in his profession to believe for a moment 
that he would pledge his word that the 
forved letter was not in Sullivan’s hand 
writing. That was a_ sufficient 
to all that the right hon. Gentleman had 
Why should it be left in Treland to 


) 


answer 


sala. 
a private citizen to vindicate the law 
And if Sergeant Sullivan failed before the 
Dublin jury to get himself acquitted on a 
chia ve of forgery, Was he to be retained 
in His Majesty's servicel? The right hon. 
Gentleman dwelt with great force on the 
fact that the venue chosen by Mr. 
M‘Hale and his econnsel was the venue 
of the court of Dublin. The right hon. 
Gentleman knew that eleven out of the 
twelve jurors were in favour of a verdict 
Sullivan, and that one juror 
defeating the ends of 
and yet the right hon. Gentle 
man rode off in triumph on that, just 
as if Sullivan had been acquitted. The 
right hon. Gentleman dwelt on the fact 
that his hon. friend the Member for Cork 
had supplied funds in the case. That 
was after the Crown had been appealed 
to to take up the case, and after it had 
been given every facility. It was the 
duty of the Crown to have the law 
respected and vindicated, yet it blocked 
every step in the case. 


against 
sueceeded — in 


just Ice ¢ 


Mr. ATKINSON said that the Crown 
Solicitor was advised within five hours 
of the time the prosecution was instituted. 


Mr. HARRINGTON said he would 
remind the right hon. Gentleman that 
prosecutions by a private individual were 
almost unknown in Ireland. The whole 
machinery of the law was set in motion 
by the Government, and it was re- 
cognised as their duty to investigate the 
circumstances and to institute a prosecu- 
tion. This case was bruited about for 
months ; every policeman knew that the 
charge was about to be laid; Sullivan’s 
officers knew it; and instead of institut- 
ing a prosecution, they used every means 
in their power to get up a defence for 
Sullivan. The Chief Secretary went so far 
as to justify two of his inspectors in giving 
bail for this man, and asked whether 
they were to assume that a man was 
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guilty because «a charge was alleged 
against him. No, but not a single ease 
could be cited, among all the innocent 
people} who had been put on trial, in 
which the county or district inspector 
went security for the accused. Among 
a people so sensitive to injustice as the 
Irish allthe logic of the Attorney General 
would never move the impression that 
the whole force of Dublin Castle was 
behind this man. Why was the person 
of Sullivan more sacred than that of any 
other person put upon his trial! He 
himselt was not professionally engaged in 
this case, but he was in the district at 
the time defending other prisoners, and 
under his cross-examination of policemen 
they admitted, in the presence of their 
superiors, that a collection was made in 
the barracks and contributed to the 
officers for the defence of this man. The 
mere fact of the false entry in the 
patrol book was evidence to them that, 
whether the man was guilty or not, an 
endeavour was being made to make up 
a false case for the defence. The At- 
torney General, although responsible for 
vindicating the law in lreland, had never 
troubled to compare the alleged forged 
document with the admitted handwriting 
of Sullivan. Would the Chief Secretary 
mendthe hand of the Attorney-General ? 
The expert employed for the defence had 
now confessed in open court that he 
agreed with the other experts that the 
two handwritings werethesame. Surely 
the faet must force itself upon the 
attention of the right hon. Gentleman. 
Here was a man guilty of deliberate in- 
citement to crime and outrage still being 
maintained by the Government. It was 
a case the Government was bound to 
probe to the bottom, and he had sufficient 
confidence in the Chief Secretary to say 
that if he took the matter up he would 
come to the same conclusion that he had. 


Mr. T. P. OCONNOR (Liverpool; 
Scotland) said he had paused, hoping 
the Chief Secretary would rise, and he 
was quite prepared to give way if the 
right hon. Gentleman wished to speak. 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY To THE 
LORD LIEUTENANT (Mr. Wynpiam, 
Dover): If the hon. Member has any 


fresh arguments to urge or fresh charges 


M 
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to make, it is better that he should 
speak first; otherwise I am ready to go 
on. (Mr. T. P. O'Connor giving way, the 
right hon. Gentleman continued:) Hav- 
ing been directly challenged by the hon 
Member for the Harbour Division, and 
way having been made for me, I rise, 
although, after listening to the lucid and 
exhaustive speech of the Attorney- 
General for Ireland. I am rather in 
doubt as to the necessity, because a more 
destructive piece of criticism I have 
seldom listened to. Nothing of the 
charge preferred remains, but evidently 
some hon. Members think something does 
remun, beeause the question pointedly 
put to me is whether I have seen the 
letter alleged to be forged, and, if not, 
whether [ will compare it with specimens 
of Sergeant Sullivan’s handwriting, and 
if I think there is similarity between the 
alleged forged document and authentic 
pieces of the oflicer’s handwriting, will I 
do—what?) Order a man who has been 
tried and acquitted, apparently, to be 
tried again, or if it is impossible, will I 
act as if the man had been tried and con 
demned? That is the “definite matter 


of urgent public importance” we have 
brought before us. It is definite : it has 


turned solely upon a charge preferred 
more than four years ago against : 
sergeant of the Royal Irish Constabulary. 
It would have I 
question had not already heen decided 
for such an alle: public 
otticial is always a matter of the graves 
importance until the question has been 
decided one way or the other. — Its 
urgency can only be argued if a new fact 
has oceurred — which 
ordinary intelligence to hold that th 
This 


heen important if the 


ation against a 


causes men of 


question has not been decided. 
matter has been going on for a very 
long time. With the exception of 
the alleged new Tact, every sinvle 
argument, every fact, every allegation, 
every imputation has been trotted out 
again, again, and again. Just as we are 
today debating the case four vers after 
it has been decided, so originally the 
House was asked to debate it while it 
was pending. The first debate on the 
9th August, 
1898, after a true bill had been preferred 


case in this House was on 


against Sullivan, and when he was await 
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Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL said that 
what really oceurred on that occasion, was 
that the Member for East Mayo asked 
the Chief Seer: tary not to allow Sullivan 
to go on with constabulary duty pending 
his trial. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: TI am glad the 
hon. Member has reminded me that the 
hon. Member for East Mayo took part in 
that debate, 
debate this afternoon, and - was struck 
by one sentence in the spe ech of the hon. 
Member. What the hon. Member for 
Kast Mayo said was, “If he is tried and 
acquitted, then LT presume he will return 
to duty.” ‘The presumption was verified, 
Sullivan was tried and acquitted in ISYR, 
Having been 
tried in December, iS8Y¥8, a civil action 
was brought against him in 1899, and 
this matter was debated in another place in 
June, 1899 and in the House of Commons 
on 22nd June, 1899. There 
two trials, two dehates in this House, 
dehate in another place, and 


: 
now we are asked to dehate it again 


because I also read the 


and he returned to duty. 


have been 


and one 
hecause a new fact has come to light. 
What is that new fact! The hon. 
Member for Cork has read a lone ex- 
tract from the report given by the 
freenidins CYOss-CXaniina- 
tion in a recent trial which had nothing 
to do with Sullivan. 1 will not go into 
the evidence which was given under the 
stress of that cross-examination, because 
[am perfectly prepared, for the sake of 
my argument, and for the sake of my 
argument only, to take the most ex- 
treme construction which the hon. 
Member himself has placed upon it, Viz., 
hat an expert witness in handwriting 


Ji arnal of a 


t! 
stated that he agreed with two other 
experts who had given evidence in the 
original trial, which took place more 
than four years ago. The jury heard 
these two experts say that the letter 
was, in their opinion, written — by 
Sergeant Sullivan in a feigned hand- 
writing, but having heard a great deal 
of other evidence for the prosecution, 
and, above all, the cross - examination 
of the witnesses by Mr. Seymour Bush, 
acquitted the prisoner without troubling 
to retire irom the box. I will not 
speculate as to the exact nature of the 


ing his trial, which did not take place | impression created in the minds of the 


until December 1890, 


Mr. Wyedham. 


| jury by Mr. Seymour 


sush, who dwelt 
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upon the fact that people had been 
anxious to secure specimens of Sergeant 
Sullivan’s handwriting before the alleged 
forged letter was sent. That may or 
may not, in the minds of the jury, have 
seemed to have some bearing on the 
Again, Mr. Seymour Bush, in 
his able cross-examination, elicited the 
fact that, whereas the two handwriting 
experts, Mr. Gurrin and Mr. Price, stated 
that in their opinion the alleged forged 
letter was written by Sullivan, but in a 
feigned hand, all the other witnesses said 
it was written in Sullivan's ordinary 
handwriting. That discrepancy may 
have had some effect on the minds of 
the jury. But whyspeculate? The jury 
“auitted the man, and now we are 
asked to believe that if a third expert in 

handwriting—and admittedly an expert 

of not such high standing as Mr. Gurrin 

-had been produced the jury would 

have come to an opposite conclusion. 

I decline to indulge in these hypo 

thetical speculations, and I certainly 

decline to act as if a man who has been 

found innocent by his peers had indeed 
been found guilty because [ am_ told 
that a third expert in handwriting 
would have given evidence of the same 
character as was tendered by the two 
other experts and disregarded by the | 
jury. 


matter, 


(11.50.) Mr. T. P.O°CONNOR said he 
had hoped that the ¢ ‘hief Secretary, having 
to his honour helped to expose Sergeant 
Sheridan, would have hesitated to protect 
Sergeant Sullivan. What was the 
position of the Government ? Many as 
had been the heartbreaking Irish debates 
to which he had listened during the last 
twenty-two years, none had more filled 
him with despair than the one just 
concluding. Sergeant Sheridan ad- 
mittedly had by perjury sent three 
innocent men to gaol, but, without any 
attempt being made to bring him to 
justice, he had been allowed to escape to 
America, two of his confederates had 
received compassionate allowances, and 
another was still allowed to wear the 
uniform of the monarch of the country. 
Now there was the case of Sergeant 
Sullivan, who, according to the testi- 
mony of the highest experts, was guilty 
of incitement to crime by means of 


{20 October 1902! 
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forgery, and yet was retained in the 
service of the Crown. But, said the 
right hon. Gentleman, Sullivan had been 
acquitted. It was a remarkable and 
sinister coincidence that this man was 
acquitted at the very same assizes at 
which M’Goohan, the innocent victim of 
Sheridan, was convicted. At the same 
assizes, before the same judge, and by 
the same kind of jury, Sullivan, the 
forger, the inciter to crime, was, and 
with the connivance of the Crown—for 
he charged them with it—acquitted. 
The Attorney Genera! was almost indig- 
nant because attention had been called 
to this matter, and asked why the hon. 
Member did not go on with his case. 
Had the right hon. Gentleman no duty 
to the police force under his control ¢ 
Where there was a prima furie case was 
it a matter for a private individual to 
take up? Where was the Government ? 
The right hon. Gentleman himself was 
head of the police, and he should take care 
of their honour; and yet he made it a 
reproach that my hon. friend out of his 
own pocket paid the expenses of this 
man having his case brought to justice. 
The Attorney General had had the face 
to say that he did not know the 
character and composition of the jury. 
He thought it was about time he went 
over to Lreland, for he evidently wanted 
a little native air. The right hon. 
Gentleman had almost become an Irish 
Cockney like himself. As a matter of 
fact, he believed there were thirteen 
people told to stand aside. 


Mr. ATKINSON: No, 


nine. 


there were 


Mr. T. P. OCONNOR said there wer 
nine asked to stand aside by the Crown 
and five by the prisoner. The Crown 
and the prisoner, however, were quite 
the same person. He wished to ask was 
there a single one of the fourteen persons 
asked to stand aside a Protestant or a 
Unionist ! Since the days of George IV. 
there never had been such a_ protes 
sionally ignorant person as the right 
Gentleman. Every one of those 
who were asked to stand aside was a 
Nationalist. By the joint action of the 
bogus prosecutor and of the prisoner, 

M 2 


hon. 
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there was a fine, true blue Protestant 
and Unionist jury empanelled which was 
as ready to acquit the friend of the 
a political 


Government as to convict 


prisoner. How like this was the Drey fus 
ease. The jury which tried Sullivan 
was packed, and they wanted to stop the 
cease in the middle of it before they had 


heard the chief evidence. 


Mr. ATKINSON: No, no. 


never indicated any opinion of that sort 


They 


until afterwards, when they stated that 
they had come to the same conclusion 


that morning. 


Mr. T. P.OOCONNOR : Yes, they had 
come to that conclusion inthe morning, 
before they had heard the principal 
witness. It was stated in court that the 
case was a strong one without the evidence 


of this witness, but his evidence was a 


tremendous ecorroboration. Before the 
witness, a police constable from the 
same barracks as Sullivan, gave his 


evidence, this impartial jury were ready 
and willing to acquit Sullivan and almost 
ready to apologise to the prisoner. That 
was the impartial trial in Sligo which 
acquitted this man without a stain upon 
his character. He for his part thought 
Sullivan guilty because it required so 
much jury packing to acquit him. 
whole thing reminded him of the man 
after 


thirteen convictions had been established 


who was acquitted twelve or 
against him, and was told by the judge 
that he 


any further stain 


might leave the dock without 


upon his character. 
Let them compare that with what took 
place in England. In one ease which 


happened recently int London, the 
e\ idence of a police oflicer was suspected 
to be false, and within a few 


Mr. VT. P. OConnor. 


weeks he | 
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was tried and convicted. Let them com- 
pare that with the state of things in 


lreland. 


menaced every man was ready to 


If the police in London were 
“ive 
them help, because they knew that the 
police, as a rule, were an honourable 
hody of men, and if they did anything 
dishonourable there was the authority of 
public opinion and of the Government of 
the day to bring the police immediately 
to trial and justice. Therefore the police- 
man in London was regarded as the 
honourable defender of the liberty ot 
every man. Here was a man whom the 


Attorney General dared not declare 
innocent, but he had to fall back upon 
the verdict of a packed jury. According 
to the highest expert testimony, this man 
was guilty of a forged incitement to 
crime, and yet he was retained in the 
This 


ought not to be a Party question, and 


service of the Crown in Ireland. 
whatever might be their opinion as to the 
particular form of government and the 
particular relations between the — two 
countries, all parties ought to be united 
in preserving the honour, honesty and 
integrity of the guardians of the peace in 
Ireland. And yet the Government were 
retaining in their service a man whom 
everybody in Ireland, and some great 
authorities in England, believed to be 


culty of forgery, They had made their 


}appeal and they know how it would be 


The | 


answered and what the verdict would 
ultimately be, namely, that the right hon. 
Gentleman would have to confess that 
Sergeant Sullivan belonged to the same 


class as Sergeant Sheridan. 


(iL.48.) Question put. 


The House divided : Aves, 117; Noes, 
215. (Division List No. 399.) 
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AYES. 


Abraham, William(Cork,N. E.) 
Ambrose, Robert 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 


Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Healy, Timothy Michael 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Holland, Sir William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 


Barran, Rowland Hirst 

Barry, EK. (Cork, 8.) 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Bell, Richard 

Black, Alexander William 


Jones, William (Carnarvonshire | 
Jordan, Jeremiah 


Joyce, Michael 





Brige, John 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 


burns, John 


Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, $.) 
Caumpbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 

Craig. Robert Hunter 

Crean, Eugene 

Crombie, John William 

Culli hil, J. 


Delany, William 
Devlin, Joseph 
Doovan, P. C. 
Duncan, J. Hastings 


Edwards, Frank 
Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 


Ffrench, Peter 

Field, William 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co. 
Fuller, J. M. PF. 

Gilhooly, James 

Gladstone, Rt. Hn. HerbertJohn 
Grant, Corrie 

Griffith, Ellis J. 

Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harrington, Timothy 
Hayden, Joho Patrick 


Ave-Gardner, James Tynte 
\enew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 


Kennedy, Patrick James 


Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
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O'Malley, William 
O’Shee, James John 


Pease, J. A. (Satfron Walden) 
Pirie, Duncan V. 


| Power, Patrick Joseph 
| Priestley, Arthur 


Reckitt, Harold James 
Redmond, William (Clare) 


| Rickett, J. Compton 


Law, Hugh Alex. (Donegal. W. | 
Layland-Barratt. Francis 
Leamy, Edmund 

Leese, SirJosephF.( Accrington 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Leng, Sir John 

Lough, Thomas 

Juundon, W. 


MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MaecVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Govern, T. 

M‘Kean, John 

M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Manstield, Horace Rendall 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mooney, John J. 

Moss, Samuel 

Murphy, John 


Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Norman, Henry 


O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 

O’Brien, Kendal (Tipp'rary Mid 
O'Brien, P. 
O'Brien, William (Cork) 


O'Connor, James (Wicklow, W.) 


(Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Donnell, 'T. (Kerry, W.) 
(Y Dowd, John 

O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 


O'Kelly, James (Roscommon,N, | 


NOES, 


Balearres, Lord 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J. (Manchr. 


| Balfour, Rt | inGerald W (Leeds 


Banbury, Frederick George 


| Bartley, George C. 'T. 
| Bhownagzree, Sir M. M. 
| Bignold, Arthur 


| Bigwood, James 


Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 


J. (Tipperary, N.) | 


| Rigg, Richard 


Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs. ) 
toe, Sir Thomas 


| Runciman, Watler 


Samuel, 8S. M. (Whitechapel) 


| Schwann, Charles E. 
| Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh 
| Shackleton, David James 


Sheehan, Daniel Daniei 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Soares, Ernest J. 
Spencer, Rt.Hn C.R( Northants 
Stevenson, Francis 8. 
Sullivan, Donal 

Tavlor, Theodore C 0k 
Thomas,J A ((ilamorgn,Gower 
Tomkinson, James 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Waraer, Thomas Courtenay T- 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Wilson, Fred. W.(Norfolk,Mid* 


Young, Samuel 


TELLERS FOR THE AYEs. 
Captain Donelan and Mr. 


Patrick O’Brien. 


Bredrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Brown, Alexander H.(Shropsk. 
Butcher, John George 


Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon, Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, V.C. W (Derbyshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
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Cecil, Lord Huch (Greenwich) | 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain, RtHnJ A(Wore’r 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clive, Captain Perey A. 
‘ochrane, Hon. Thos. H.A.E. 
‘ollings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
‘olomb,SirJ ohnCharles Ready 
‘olston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 

Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 

Cross, Herb, Shepherd (Bolton) 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Cust, Henry John C, 


Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley - 
Davies,SirHoratioD.(Chatham 
Denny, Colonel | 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Digby, John K. D. Wingtield 
Dimsdale, Sir Joseph Cocktield 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxtferd, Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durnine-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 


Everton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 


Faber, Edmund L. (Hants, W.) 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fellowes, Hon. Aiiwyn Edward 
Fergusson Rt.Hn. Sirs (Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald, Sir Robert Penrose- 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Forster, Henry William 
Foster, PhilipS.( Warwick,S. W. 


Calloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 
Gibbs, Hon. Vieary (St. Albans) 
Godson. SirAugustus Frederick 
Gordon, Maj Evans-(T’rH ml’ts 
Gore, HnG.R.C.Ormsby-(Salop 
Gore, Hon.S. F.Ormsby-(Line. ) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Greene SirE. W(B’ryS Edm nds 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. 
Grenfell, William Henry 
CGretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 


Hall, Edward Marshall 
Hamilton, Rt HnLordG{(Midd’x 
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Hamilton, Marq of (L’nd nderry 
Hanbury, Rt. Ho. Robert Win. 
Hardy, Laurence( Kent, Ashf’rd 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslam, Sir Alfred s. 

Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Heath, ArthurHoward(Hanley 
Heath, James(Statfords, N. W. 
Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Sir Alexander 


| Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 


Hoge, Lindsay 

Hope,.J. F. (Sheffield, Brightside 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Houldsworth, Sir Wim. Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 
Howard,John( Kent, Faversh’m 
Hozier, Hon. JamesHenry Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutton, John (Yorks, N.R.) 


Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Johnstone, Heywood 


Kemp, George 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W. (Salop 
Keswick, William 


Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow 
Lawrence, Sir Joseph( Monm’ th 
Lawrence, Wim. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Colonel Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Liewellyn, Evan Henry 
Loekwood, Lt.-Col A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long. Rt. Hn. Walter (Bristol,s. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lueas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft 
Lueas, Reginald J.(Portsmouth 


Macartney, Rt Hn. W.G.Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Calmont, Coi. J. (Antrim, I. 
Malcolm, Ian 
MiddlemoreJohnThrogmorton 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milvain, Thomas 

Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Montagu, Hon. J. Scott (Hants. ) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Moore, William (Antrim, N. 
More, RobertJasper(Shropshire 
Morgan, David J(Wa'thamst’w 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Muntz, Sir Philip A. 

Murray, RtHnA.Graham(Bute 


| Myers, William Henry | 


Nicholson, William Graham 


O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
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Parker, Sir Gilbert 

Pease, Herbert Pike( Darlington 
Pemberton, John S, G. 

Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Pyin, C. Guy 


tandles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Ratcliff, R. F. 

Ridley.S. Forde (BethnalG veen) 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon.Chas. Thomson 
Roberts. Samuel (Shettiel 1) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John 


Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Seely, Maj.J.. B.Lsleof Wight 
Seton-Karr, Henry 
Shaw-Stewart, M. H.(Renfrew 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford 
Sloan, Thomas, Henry 

Smith, Abel H. (Hertfor], Mast 
Smith, Hon. W. PF. D. (Stra 
Spear, Jolin Ward 
Stanley, Hn. Arthur (Ormskirk 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stewart, Sir Mark J.M “Taggart 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napiet 





Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot. Rt. Hn.J.G.(Oxf'd Univ 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, Sir Wim. Edw. M. 


Valentia, Viscount 


| Walrond, Rt. Hn. Sir William H 
| Warr, Augustus Frederick 


Webb, Col. William George 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C. E( Taunton 
Welby, Sir Charles G.E.( Notts. 
Whiteley, H(Ashton-und. Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R. 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (Yorks 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C.b. Stuart- 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


FoR THE NOEs. 
Alexander  Acland- 
Hood and Mr. Anstruther. 


TELLERS 
Sir 
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EXPIRING LAWS CONTINUANCE ! 
BILL. 


Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question propose d, 
the Bill be 


now read a second 


| made 


time. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.) commenced 
to address the House. | 
| 

it being Midnight, the debate stood 


adjourned, 
Debate to be resumed tomorrow. 


LAND PURCHASE ACTS (IRELAND) — | 
DILL. 


On the Motion that the order for the 


Second Reading of this Bill be discharged, 


and the Bill withdrawn, 


(20 OcropeR 1902} 


(Liv land) Pill, 


342 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said that, with great 


respect, he thought Mr. Speaker would 


conclusion if he 
He thought it 


would be found that there were a number 


hardly come to that 


examined the precedents. 


of precedents in which speeches had heen 


upon the discharge of Orders. 
Upon a matter of this kind he thought 
they were entitled to a statement from 
His Majesty’s Government, with regard to 


the measure which was to replace it. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The question cannot 
be debated. I have known no case of a 
debate taking place upon a Motion that 


an Order be discharged. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said that until recent 
vears it had been the custom to have two 
Motions, firstly that the Order be dis- 
charged, and secondly that the Bill be 
withdrawn, It was only in recent years 


that they had been put as one Motion. 


| He remembered that at one time they 


Me. Ts M. HEALY (Louth,N.) said it was 
surprising that the hon, Baronet should 
have made a Motion like this without 


the He 


thought they were entitled to a statement 


giving House some notice. 
with regard to the Motion to discharge 
this Order. He did 


Mr. Speaker Would take his formal objec- 


not know whether | 
tion, but he respectfully submitted that 
with regard to a Bill brought in by a 
Cabinet Minister they were entitled to 
lehate the question upon a Motion dis 


charging the Order. He begged to move 


that the debate be now adjourned. 


"Mr. SPEAKER: IT cannot put that. 
I think the Government are entitled to 
discharge this Order 


as a matter of course. 


It, is always done | 


frequently debated Motions of this kind, 
although he admitted that in recent years 
fallen 
He had frequently debated such Motions 


the practice had into desuetude. 


himself. In the present state of the Irish 
Question, and seeing that they were being 
denied any opportunity of discussing Irish 
affairs generally, he thought they should 


be allowed to ask for some explanation 


from the Chief Secretary as to what were 


the future intentions of the Government. 
He 


man what he intended should take the 


would ask the right hon. Gentle- 
place of this Bill after the Order had 
been discharged ? Had he any scheme 
for the future, or were they to go to the 
Irish people again without knowing the 
intentions of the Government, and with- 


out one word of hope as to what was to 


| be done in the future ? 








9 
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Mr. WYNDHAM: I do not know | principal measure of the session, shall 
whether I shall be in order in reply- hope then to bring in what | may 


ing, Mr. Speaker. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: My opinion is that 
but if 


the right hon. Gentleman wishes to give 


this matter cannot be debated, 
an answer to the question put to him by 
the hon. Member | will not object to his 


doing so. 


Mr. WYNDIHAM: Some misappre 
hension might arise if this matter were 
left where the hon. and learned Member 
I understand that I 
should be out of order in debating this 


has placed it 
question. Perhaps I may be allowed to 
say that, although I was not aware that 
this matter was going to be raised, I will 
say that the Motion to ask leave to dis- 
charge this Order must throw no other 
interpretation upon the intentions of the 
Government in respect to the Land Pur- 
chase Acts than might be reasonably 


inferred from the speeches I have made 


in this House and out of it during the 
=: } 


present year. 
from the fact that we are met during an 


properly call the Bill of the session, but. 
of course, a Bill embodying such modi. 
fications and Amendments as I should 
myself have been most ready to intro- 
| duce into the present Bill if it had been 
Of 
such a Bill, if it is to carry out the 


referred to a Committee. course 
views expressed in the speech I made 
in Belfast in January this year, must 
be a Bill to facilitate a volurtary ar. 
rangement between the parties to assist 
the the 


they may receive to the best account, 


landlords in turning price 
and to assist the tenants to offer a 
price which the landlords may accept, 
without prescribing exactly the terms 


themselves. 


Cartain DONELAN the trish 
Party accepted the withdrawal of the 


said 


Bill without a tear. 


Order for Second Reading discharged ; 


Bill withdrawn. 


This Motion arises only | 


| MERCHANDISE MARKS  (PROSECU- 
TIONS) (IRELAND) BILL. 
| Order for Second Reading read, and 


discharged ; Bill withdrawn, 


autumn session mainly, and as_ far 
as may be exclusively, to conclude 
the Education Bill. But for the fact | 
that the Education Bill had taken | 
up much more of the time of the | 


House than was originally anticipated | 


I should have had an_ opportunity 


of proceeding further with the Bill now | 


before the House than has unfortunately 
been the case. It is idle now to suppose 


that this Bill can be passed into law this 


year in addition to the Education Bill, | 


That being so, we do not wish to leave it 
on the Order Paper, as by so doing we 
But 
next year, undoubtedly, it will be the 


may give riseto a false impression. 


COUNTY COURTS (IRELAND) BILL 
[Lorps}. 


Order for Second Reading read, and 
| discharged ; Bill withdrawn, 


| Mr. SPEAKER, in pursuance of the Order 


of the House of the 16th October, ad- 
journed the House without Question put. 


Adjourned at ten minutes after 


Twelve o'clock, 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS 


Tuesday, 21st October, 1902. 


The House met at Two of the clock. 


UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL 
BUSINESS. 


| SOSDOE CRESS D ELECTRIC RAILWAYS 
BILL [Lorps}. 


= Reported [Parties do not proceed] ; 
$ Report to lie upon the Table, and to be 
* printed. 
RAILWAY BILLS (GROUP 12). 

Sir Lewis M‘Iver reported from the 
: Committee on Group 12 of Railway Bills ; 
That, for the convenience of parties, they 
> had adjourned until Thursday next, at 
S half-past Eleven of the clock. 


S Report to lie upon the Table. 


~ a 


PETITIONS. 


> CANADIAN CATTLE (IMPORTATION). 


> Petitions for abolition of 
: From Stirling; Hurst Brook; Higher 
> Hurst: Kilbarchan; Barrhead ; John- 
i stone; Kelso: Huddersfield ; Parkgate ; 
s Longwood ; Paddock: Great and Little 
“Bolton : Middlesbrough ; ~~ Rochdale ; 
= Smallbridge ; Handsworth ; Woodhouse ; 
’ Winnington ; Winsford ; Tow Law ; 
~ Barnard Castle ; York ; Hindley ; Epsom ; 
- Kirkby Stephen; Langdale; Bradford ; 
¢ Grantham ; Harbury; Wood; Boston ; 
. om key Moor; Wellington ; Barrowford ; 
Colne ; Walton-le-Dale ; Nelson; Sabden ; 
S Aspatria ; ; Crewe; Cromer; Sheringham ; 
Tadeaster ; Goole; Castleford ; Buek- 
haven; Lochgelly ; East Wemyss ; 
Cowdenbeath ; = Anchor — Co-operative 
Society ; Wakefield ; Carbrook ; Kippax ; 


restrictions : 


Bebside ; Reading ; and Padiham ; to lie 
upon the Table. 
EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND 
WALES) BILL. 
Petitions against: From Crook; 


Aller : Isle Abbots : 
Todmorden ; Kirkealdy ; 
lie upon the Table. 


Fife: Shettield : 
and Wilton ; to 


XUli. {[FourrH Series. | 


L 


VOL. C 
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EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND 
WALES) BILL. 

Petitions for alteration: From Stirling: 
Tow Law ; Barnard Castle ; Ashton-under- 


Lyne; Hurst Brook; Kilbarchan ; Barr- 
head ; Johnstone; Kelso; Bolton ; Roch- 
dale ; Smallbridge ; Malmesbury ; Wood- 
house; Winsford; Winnington; York ; 


Huddersfield : 
Epsom ; Kirkby 
Middlesbrough ; 


Hindley ; 
Paddock ; 
Stephen ; 


Longwood ; 
Waingate ; 
Langdale ; 


Grantham; Harbury; Altrincham; Bos- 
ton; Barrowford; Colne; Nelson ; Beb- 
side; Aspatria; Shettield; Sabdon; 


Tadeaster : 
Padiham ; 
Cowdenbeath : 

Walton-le- 
and Welling- 


Sheringham ; Cromer ; 
Kippax ; Castleford ; Goole ‘ 
Buckhaven ; Lochgelly ; 
East Wemyss; London ; 
Dale; Waketield ; Reading ; 
ton; to lie upon the Table. 


Crewe: 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND 
WALES) BILL. 
Petitions in favour: From Worcester ; 
St. Albans; Benson; Southport; and 
Southampton ; to lie upon the Table. 


PLUMBERS REGISTRATION BILL. 
Petition from West Riding of York, in 
favour ; to lie upon the Table. 
PREVENTION OF CORRUPTION 
IN TRADE. 
From Stirling : 
Barrhead : 


Petitions for legislation: 
Higher Hurst ; Hurst Brook ; 


Johnstone; Wilbarchan; Kelso; Park 
gate; Paddock ; Longwood; Hudders- 
field; Little Bolton; Rochdale; Small 
bridge ; Woodhouse; Barnard Castle ; 
Winsford ; Winnington; York; Middles- 
brough; Hindley; Epsom; Kirkby 
Stephen; Langdale; Grantham; Brad- 


Wood Green : Boston : 
Moor; Padiham; Barrowford ; 
Colne; Bebside ; Nelson ; Sabden ; Aspa- 
tria; Crewe; Sheringham; Tadcaster ; 
Cromer; Goole; Kippax; Castleford 
Buckhaven : Lochgelly ; Cowdenbeath : 
Wakefield; East Wemyss; London ; 
Brightside and Carbrook ; | Walton-le- 
Dale ; Wellington ‘ Reading ; and Silsden ; 
to lie upon the ‘Table. 


ford 
Blakey 


Harbury ; 


SALE OF INTONICATING LIQUORS ON 


SUNDAY BILL. 
Petitions in favour; from Fulham and 
Brierclitle ; to lie upon the Table. 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
FOREIGN JURISDICTION ACT, 1890. 
Copies presented, of Five Orders in 

Council of 11th August, 1902, entitled 
The Cyprus Courts of Justice Amendment 
Order, 1902, The Uganda Order in 
Council, 1902, The British Central Africa 
Order in Council, 1902, The East Africa 
Order in Council, 1902, and the Fastern 
African Protectorates (Court of .Apy eal) 
Order in Council, 1902 [by Act]: to lie 
upon the Table. 


EXTRADITION ACTS, 1870 TO 1895. 

Copy presented, of Order of Council, 
of 15th September, 1902, giving effect to 
a declaration, signed 26th June, 1901, 
supplementary to the Extradition Treaty 
of 3rd December, 1873, between Great 
Britain and Austria-Hungary [by Act] ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


MERCHANT SHIPPING ACT, 1894. 
Copies presented, of Two Orders in 
Council of 11th August, 1902, approving 


Pilotage Bye-laws for the Ports of Cardiff 


and Waterford respectively [by Act]; to 
lie upon the Table. 


WINTER ASSIZES ACTS, 1876 AND 
1877. 

Copies presented, of Seven Orders in 
Council of 11th August, 1902, relating to 
the ensuing Winter Assizes [by Act] ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


UNIVERSITIES OF OXFORD AND CAM 
BRIDGE ACT, 1877 (CAMBRIDGE). 
Copy presented, of Statutes made by 

the University of Cambridge, and sealed 

on 27th May, 1902, amending the Statutes 
of the University [by Act] ; to lie upon the 
the Table, and to be printed. [No. 359. } 


SOUTH AFRICAN (TRANSPORTS), 
Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 21st April, Sir John Colomb| ; 


to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 360. | 


ARMY (PAY, NON-EFFECTIVE 
AND ALLOWANCES). 
Copy presented, of List of Exceptions 
to the Army Regulations as to Pay and 
Allowances sanctioned during the year 
ended 31st March, 1902 [by Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table. ~ 


PAY, 
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QUESTIONS AND ANSIVERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Poor Law Officers’ Superannuation— 
Central Fund. 

Mr. A. K. LOYD (Berkshire, Abing- 
don): To ask the President of the Local 
Government Board, whether he will con- 
sider the possibility of establishing a 
central fund for the receipt of all super- 
annuation deductions, and the payment 
of all superannuation allowances under 
the Poor Law Officers’ Superannuation 
Act, so as to prevent the whole super- 
annuation allowance falling upon the 
union last employing the officer. 


(Answered hy Mr. Walter Long.) There 
would be many difficulties in adopting 
such a scheme as that suggested, and | 
cannot at present give any promise to 
propose legislation to give effeet to it; 
but I will not fail to give careful con- 
sideration to the whole subject. 


Voluntary School Trust Deeds. 

Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
dee): To ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury, whether he will lay upon the 
Table copies of the precedents of trust 
deeds for voluntary schools settled by the 
Education Department under the Revised 
Code of 1870 and previous codes. 


(Answered hy Mr. A. J. Balfour.) There 
is no objection to laying copies of the 
precedents of trust deeds for voluntary 
schools referred to in the Question. But 
it should le clearly understood that it 
was only in certain cases where building 
grants were applied for, that the Education 
Department are aware these trust deeds 
were employed. Of the existing 14,294 
voluntary schools only 5,347 received a 
building grant. What proportion of these 
5,347 schools actually accepted these trust 
deeds cannot be ascertained. Thus it 
cannot be concluded with confidence that 
the trust deeds of any large number of 
the existing voluntary schools correspond 
with the particular model deeds which 
will be laid in response to this (Question. 
I may add in connection with the subject 
of building grants that a statement, 
showing the details of all building grants 
awarded and the regulations under which 
the awards were made, will be laid on the 


_ Table in the course ot the next few days. 
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Postal Servants’ Grievances—Suggested 
Committee. 

Mr. THOMAS BAYLEY (Derbyshire, 
Chesterfield): To ask the Postmaster- 
General whether, in view of the recent 
changes in the administration of the Post 
Ottice, he is now prepared to consider the 
advisability of appointing a Committee of 
Members of the House of Commons to 
inyuire into the grievances of the postal 
and telegraph employees. 


(Answered hy Mv, Austen Chamberlain.) 
This suggestion has already been carefully 
considered, and I see no reason for 
departing from the decision which | 
announced to the House on the 18th 
April last, on behalf of the Government.7 


English Postal Servants in Ireland. 

Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): To 
ask the Postmaster-Greneral, whether he 
can state how many English postal officials 
have been imported into [reland within 
the past twelve months, and whether it is 
afact that competent Irish officials were 
wailable. 


(Answered hy Mr. Aust " Chaimbe rluin.) 
Ihave no knowledge of the nationality of 
oflicers of the Post Office transferred to 
Ireland during the past twelve months. 
In every case of promotion the Postmaster- 
General endeavours to select the best 
jualitied candidate. 


Indian Public Works, Railways and 

Irrigation—Revenue and Expenditure. 

Mr. WELR (Ross and Cromarty): To 
ask the Secretary of State for India, in 
view of the fact that £109.700,320 was 
spent on public works, railways, and 
irrigation in India between 3lst March 
1875, and 31st March, 1900, will he state 
the approximate revenue derived during 
that period from each of these three 


sources. 


(. 1 WSU red hy Ni eretary Lord 
Ilumilton) The information will be 
found in the following Papers which have 
been presented to Parliament, viz. :— 

Parliamentary Paper, No. 172, of 1886, East 
India, Financial Statement. 

Parliamentary Paper, No. 217, of 1894, East 
India, Income and Expenditure. 

Parliamentary Paper, No. 93, of 1902, East 
India, Income and Expenditure. 


(re orge 


t See (4) Debutes evi., 731. 
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Guardship and Naval Training School at 
Belfast Lough. 


Sir JAMES HASLETT (Belfast, N.): 
To ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
whether, in view of the position of Belfast 
as a manufacturing city and a recruit- 
ing centre for the Army and Navy, he 
will arrange to have a guardship visit 
Belfast Lough frequently, and a naval 
training school for boys established at 
Belfast Lough. 


(Answered by Mr. Arnold-Forste 4, 
Belfast Lough is not considered suitable 
as a permanent station for a guardship, 
but ships of war will visit the Lough 
from time to time when the interests 
of the naval service permit. A detach- 
ment of the home fleet will visit the 
Lough shortly after the termination of 
the present cruise. The question of the 
desirability of creating a training 
establishment for boys in or near Belfast 
is under consideration. 


Slavery in Island of Pemba. 


Mr. JOSEPH A. PEASE (Essex, Saf- 
fron Walden): To ask the Under Secre- 
tary of State for Foreign Affairs whether 
his attention has been called to the case 
ot a female slave in the Island of Pemba 
(named Msichoke), who, on the 9th of 
August, applied to the Commissioner’s 
Court for her freedom under the Decree 
of 6th April, 1897, but was refused on 
the ground that she was claimed by her 
master (Abderahim bin Rashid) as his 
coneubine under Article V. of the Decree : 
whether, under that article, a slave owner 
may retain possession of any one of his 
female slaves by simply claiming her as a 
concubine, although the woman expresses 
her wish to become free, and brings evi- 
dence to prove that she has 
employed in ordinary domestic and _ field 
work, and is not a member of her owner’s 
harem; and whether a slave so refused 
has the right of appeal under Article VI. 
of the Decree. 


been 


(Answered hy Lord Cranhorne.) The 
Committee of the Society of Friends have 
drawn the attention of His Majesty's 
Government to the case, and a report has 
been called for from His Majesty's Acting 
Agent and Consul General at Zanzibar. 

N 2 
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Penrhyn Quarry Dispute—Suggested 
Official Action. 

Mr. FIELD: To ask the President of 
the Board of Trade whether he will 
follow the course adopted by ;President 
Rooseveldt respecting the coal strike in 
America in the case of the Penrhyn 
quarry dispute. 


(Answered hy Mr, Gerald Balfour.) The 
circumstances in the case of the Penrhyn 
quarry dispute are by no means similar 
to those in America, and I see no prospect 
that any official intervention would tend 
to promote a settlement. 


Royal Irish Constabulary—Lack of 
Barrack Accommodation. 

Mr. FIELD: To ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
he is aware that, owing to the absence of 
barrack accommodation, a number of the 
Roval lrish Constabulary, from the depot, 
Phenix Park, are obliged to find lodgings 
in apartments rented from the Dublin 
Artisans’ Dwellings Company; and 
whether it is intended to continue this 
condition of affairs. 


(dnswered by Mr. Wyndham.) Twenty- 
four married men are accommodated in 
the barracks at the depot. Thirty-three 
married men reside outside in close 
proximity to the barracks, the majority 
of them in houses the property of the 
company in question, Accommodation 
cannot be pro\ ided at the depot for these 
latter men and their families. 


Soldiers in Dublin—Lack of Barrack 
Accommodation. 

Mr. FIELD: To ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether, seeing that owing 
barrack accommo- 
dation a number of soldiers stationed in 
Dublin are at present residing in build- 
a rented from the Artisans’ Dwellings 

Company, he will consider the necessity 
of providing barrack accommodation. 


to the absence of 


vred hy Mr. Seeretaru Brodrick.) 
Married quarters will be built under the 
Military Works Loan, which will relieve 
the existing pressure. 


Private Snowling, 2nd Norfolks 
Cause of Death. 

Mi. STEVENSON (Suffolk, Eye): To 
ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether, in view of the 
veved to him hy the Hoxne Rural District 


assurance col 
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Council on behalf of their medical officer 
of health, that the disease of which 
Private Snowling, of the 2nd Norfolks, 
died at Fressingfield on the 29th June 
last, was typhoid fever, and that he was 
suffering from it at the time of his 
discharge from hospital at Aldershot, 
and considering that two other persons 
contracted the disease from Private 
Snowling at Fressingfield, he will cause 
further inquiry to be made into the eir- 
cumstances of his discharge, with the 
object of preventing, in the interests of 
the public health, a repetition of similar 
incidents. 


(Answered by Mr, Brod viel 
The hon. Member has apparently been 
misinformed. Private Snowling was 
invalided home for secondary syphilis, 
and was treated in hospital as a con- 
valescent for this disease until he left on 
sick furlough on 22nd May. 


Necretaru 


(2.15) QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


Barmaids in India and Burma. 

Mr. CAINE (Cornwall, Camborne): | 
beg to ask the Secretary of State io1 
India, seeing that His Excellency the 
Viceroy of India has, in respense to 
memorials from the proprietors ot 
liquor bars in Caicutta and Rangoon. 
rescinded the orders of the local gover- 
nors of Bengal and Burma, which pro- 
hibited the employment of women as 
barmaids, whether he can state what 
is the reason for this reversal. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA (Lord GerorGE  HaAmiILrtoy, 
Middlesex, Ealing): The prohibition in 
Bengal and Burma has been withdrawn 
because there were legal difficulties in 
maintaining it, but an amendment ot 
the law, with the object of placing the 
legal powers of the local governments 
in this matter beyond dispute, is con- 
templated. 


Phthisis in the Rand Mines. 

Mr. CAINE: I beg to ask the Secre 
tary of State for the Colonies if his at 
tention has been drawn to the prevalence 
of miners phthisis in the Rand Mines, 
due to the inhalation of fine dust given 
off from the machine drills; if he is 
aware that the medical ofticers of Redruth, 
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Camborne, and other urban and district 
councils in Cornwall, frequently report the 
death of returned miners who have con- 
tracted this disease while working rock 
drills in South Africa; and if he will 
order an inquiry into the matter, with a 
view to the prevention or abatement of 
the cause of this disease. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
tHE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLALN, 
Birmingham, W.): My attention has 
been drawn to the matter, and I am in 
communication with the Governor on the 
subject. 

Colonial Cattle Trade. 

Mr. SCHWANN (Manchester, N.): 
I hey to ask the President of the Board 
of Agriculture whether negotiations were 
entered upon with the various Colonial 
Premiers during their recent visit to 
England with respect to the admission of 
live cattle into this country ; and, if so, 
What arrangements were made with the 
Premiers respectively of — Australia, 
Canada, and New Zealand on the sub- 
ject. 


THe PRESIDENT or THe BOARD 
oF AGRICULTURE (Mr. Hanbury, 
Preston): The question of the importa- 
tion of store cattle was not raised, so far 
asi am aware, by the Governments of 
Australia or New Zealand. It was dis 
cussed between me and the representa- 
tive of Canada, when I stated that the 
prohibition was universal, that it ex- 
tended to the store cattle of all countries 
alike, and was not regulated by any 
der of the Board of Agriculture, but 
was compulsory under an Act passed 
so recently as 1893. It was then sug- 
gested on behalf of the Canadian Govern- 
ment that the period within which 
eattle arriving at the ports might be 
sliughtered should be extended from ten 
days to a longer period. | at once in- 
stituted an inquiry into the practicability 
of this suggestion, the results of which 
are now under consideration. 


Vaccination Exemption Certificates—Case 
of J. F. Back. 


Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): | 
heg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department, whether he is aware 
that Mr. John F. Back, on recently 
applying to the Lancaster bench of 
magistrates for a vaccination exemption 
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certificate under the Conscience Clause 
was refused, and subsequently summoned 
before the same bench of magistrates, and 
committed to prison for one month for 
not having a certificate of exemption ; 
and, will he consider the expediency of 
calling for a report on the subject. 


*THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
AKERS DouGtas, Kent, St. Augustine’s) : 
My attention has already been drawn to 
this case, and I have inquired into the 
facts ; but I do not find sufficient reason 
for intervention on my part. 


Island of Lewis Schools. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the 
Lord Advocate, in view of the fact 
that a Circular was issued by the Scottish 
Education Department several years 
since to the effect that school children 
should no longer be required to carry 
peats with them to school for the 
purpose of providing the  class-rooms 
with fires, will he state why there are 
numerous schools in the Island of Lewis 
where that Cireular is disregarded. 


*THeE LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
GRAHAM Murray, Buteshire): No com- 
plaint, with respect to the practice in 
question, has been addressed to the De- 
partment by the parents of any children, 
but my Lords will communicate with the 
School Boards, and call theirattention tothe 
terms of their Circular of January, 1s. 


Kenmare (Kerry) Port. 

Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, 8.): [T beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether any appli- 
cations for assistance under the Marine 
Works (Ireland) Act have been dealt with, 
and whether the claims of the port of 
Kenmare, County Kerry, have 
favourably considered, in view of the 
needs of the port and of the continuation 
of the service of the Clyde Shipping 
Company’s steamers, which has been 
secured to ports on the south-west coast 
of Ireland by the subsidy granted by the 
Congested Districts Board ; and, if not, 
can he state what further steps should be 
taken in the matter. 

Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Wynpuam, Dover): A 
number of applications have heen received 
and are at present under consideration. 


heen 
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I stated yesterday in answer to a question 
of the hon. Member for East Clare, that 
the Government hope to be in a position 
to give effect to the provisions of the 
recent Statute at an early date. 


Coercion Prisoners in Tullamore Gaol. 

Mr. DELANY (Queen’s Co., Ossory) : 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether any 
of the men at present confined in Tulla- 
more Gaol under sentences under the 
Criminal Law and Procedure (Ireland) 
Act are upon hard labour and required 
to do menial work ; whether they have 
been placed upon bread and water diet 
and obliged to exercise in the ring with 
ordinary prisoners. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Three were sen- 
tenced to hard labour. One, Mr. Hogan, 
has been exempted on medical grounds 
from hard labour, and another, Mr. Lowry, 
exempted from completing a full task. 
No prisoners under sentence, except first- 
class misdemeanants, on application, are 
entitled to the services of assistants. 
None of the three are on a bread and 
water diet. All are in the “star” class, 
and accordingly are not exercised with 
habitual criminals. Full particulars will 
he found in Parliamentary Paper 129 of 
this Session. 


Mr. DELANY: But does not the 
sentence of one month’s imprisonment 
with hard labour involve, under the 
prison rules, three days on bread and 
water and fourteen days on a plank bed ! 


Mr. WYNDHAM: It does not oblige 
bread and water ; but if the hon. Member 
will refer to a copy of the prison rules 
he will find a full reply to his Question. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.): Are we to understand that a sentence 
of hard labour does not imply bread and 
water for any period ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Yes, if the hon. 
Member will look at the rules he will 
find full information. 


CarTAIN DONELAN (Cork, E.): Is 
similar treatment imposed on_ political 
prisoners in any other civilised country ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 
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Mr. DELANY: Is this a fair way to 
treat political opponents ? 


*\Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 


Belfast Disturbances. 

Mr. DEVLIN (Kilkenny, N.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary for Ireland it 
his intention has been called to the 
scandalous scenes enacted on the Customs 
House steps, Belfast, on October 19th, 
which almost culminated in a_ riot; 
whether he is taking steps to prevent a 
repetition of these occurrences; and 
whether he is aware that these gatherings 
are condemned by all respectable citizens 
of Belfast as the outcome of blasphemy 
and = blackguardism. which characterise 
the meetings every Sunday on Govern- 
ment property. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: These are not phrases 
which would be admitted on the Question 
Paper. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: T have had _ no 
report of the occurrences. The Govern- 
ment will, as heretofore, take all the steps 
which they think are best calculated to 
preserve the peace in Belfast and other 
parts of Ireland, 


Mr. DEVLIN: Is the right hon. 
Gentleman aware that the — principal 
speaker at these meetings has declared 
that he intends to hold a series of meet- 
ings in the coming week ? In view of the 
urgency of the situation will he take 
steps to have these things prevented ! 


Mr. NANNETTI: (Dublin, Harbour): 
Will the right hon. Gentleman consider 
the propriety of railing these steps, as has 
been done in Dublin ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I have nothing to 
add to the answer I have already given. 
I have said we shall take the steps best 
calculated to preserve the peace. 


Mr. MACVEAGH (Down, S.): Is it 
not the fact that these meetings, which 
have been condemned by Protestant 
clergymen and newspapers, are held on 
Government property ! 


[No answer was returned. | 
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English and Russian Trade with Persia. 
Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
I beg to ask the First Lord of the Trea- 
sury whether His Majesty's Government 
have now any information relative to 
any agreement between Russia and 
Persia whereby British and Indian goods 
imported into Persia are to be unfavour- 
ably treated in respect of customs duties ; 
and, if so, can he state generally the 
effect of such agreement upon those 
gools, and especially upon cotton manu- 
factures and Indian teas; have His 
Majesty's Government any information 
relative to any recent agreement of a 
similar character between Turkey and 
Persia; what has been the result of the 
communications on this subject with the 
Indian Government which were pro- 
ceeding on the 8th August last; and, 
will the correspondence be laid upon the 


Table of the House. ra 

THe PRIME MINISTER anp FIRST 
LORD or toe TREASURY (Mr. A. 
J. BatFour, Manchester, E.): I have 


to say that, so far as the Govern- 
ment are aware, no agreement be- 
tween Russia and Persia has yet been 
concluded. An arrangement has been 
come to between Turkey and Persia 
providing for the complete most-favoured- 
nation treatment in customs matters. 
As the result of communications with 
the India Office the opportunity was 
taken of the presence of the Persian 
Grand Vizier in this country to represent 
to His Highness the importance of British 
commercial interests receiving equitable 
treatment. There is no correspondence 
which can be properly laid on the Table 
of the House at this stage. 


Gibraltar Defences. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I beg to ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury whether 
he can now say when the Report of the 
engineer sent to Gibraltar to report on 
the harbour on the eastern side of the 
Rock, recommended by the Gibraltar 
Committee in March, 1901, and whose 
Report was being drawn up on 6th June 
last, will be completed, and when it will 
be presented to this House ; and are any 
steps being taken meantime to diminish 
the exposure to fire of the works on the 
western side, pointed out by the Gibraltar 
Committee and by the military author- 
ities of Gibraltar. 


{21 OctToBer 1902} 


Questions. 358 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The Report to 
which my hon. friend refers has been 
received and is already engaging the 
attention of the Board of Admiralty. 
Both that and the question of the arma- 
ment of the forts is receiving, and will 
receive, the careful attention of the 
Government. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Will the 
Report be published in the course of the 
present sittings ! 


Mr, A. J. BALFOUR: I am not sure, 
but I will inquire of my nobie friend the 
First Lord of the Admiralty whether 
the Report is one which could, under any 
circumstances, be published. If my hon. 
friend will put a Question to me later on 
I will answer it. In any case, it cannot 
be published until we have given it more 
consideration than we have been able to 
do up to the present. 


Education Bill—Premier’s Statements 
on Clause 8. 

Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, 
Rushelitfe): I beg to ask the First Lord 
of the Treasury when he proposes to 
place on the Notice Paper the Amend- 
ments to Clause 8 of the Education Bill 
which are needful to bring its provisions 
into harmony with the statements in his 
speech at Manchester, on Tuesday, 14th 
October. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I suppose the 
hon. Gentleman refers to the statement I 
made at Manchester that the fundamental 
policy of the Bill was to give complete 
control to the education authority in 
matters affecting secular education, and 
that we would be glad to consider 
whether that fundamental policy could 
be more effectively carried out by amend- 
ing Clause 8. We have already accepted 
one Amendment put down in the name 
of my hon. friend the Member for 
the Wellington Division of Shropshire 
dealing with that subject, and we 
were able to induce the House, with the 
aid of the closure, to add it to the Bill 
last night. There may be other Amend- 
ments pointing in the same direction 
which we may be able to accept, and, in 
any case, there is one put down in my 
own name which would make it absolutely 
beyond question that the education 


authority is to be able to deal etfectively 
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with all questions of the management of 
schools so far as secular education is 
concerned within its area. If the hon. 
Gentleman refers, as perhaps he also 
does, to the question of pupil teachers, 
there is an Amendment down in the 
name of the Under-Secretary for Educa- 
tion representing the views of the 
Government on that subject. 


Mr. BRIGG (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Keighley): There is also the question 
of grouping which will have to be dealt 
with. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not think 
that grouping could be dealt with in 
Clause &, and, in any case, though it 
is important, | am glad to admit it is not 
a subject which I touched upon at 
Manchester. 


Martial Law Commission. 


Mr. JOHN ELLIS: IL beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury if he will 
state when it is expected that the House 
will be in possession of the Report of the 
Lord Chief Justice, as head of the Com- 
mission recently sent to South Africa to 
review the sentences inflicted by the 
Martial Law Courts in that country, 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The Report 
has not yet been received. | am_ not, 
therefore, in a position to make any 
statement on the subject. 


The Dardanelles. 

Vr. GIBSON BOWLES: I beg to ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury whether 
His Majesty's Government have any 
information with regard to the statement 
made by Dr. von Koerber, the Premier, 
in the Lower House of the Austrian 
Reichstag, on Thursday last, that it is 
proposed to settle the question of the 
Dardanelles by arbitration; whether 
His Majesty's Government have made 
any inquiries or received any informa- 
tion as to negotiations between Turkey 
and any other Powers for  altera- 
tions in the rules and obligations as to 
the Dardanelles embodied in existing 
treaties ; whether they have any informa- 
tion of negotiations for an arrangement 
whereby the Dardanelles would be opened 
to the ingress into and egress from the 
Black Sea of Russian warships, but would 
be closed to the warships of other Powers ; 


Mr. A. J. Bulfomr, 
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and whether he is prepared to make any 
statement of the policy of His Majesty's 
Government in reference to such an 
arrangement. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I understand 
that the reported statement of the 
Austrian Prime Minister was founded on 
a telegraphic mistake and that no such 
statement was, in fact, made by him. 
In these circumstances, the later Questions 
of my hon. friend seem to fall to the 


ground. There are no negotiations going 
on. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 
Mr. FLYNN (Cork Co., N.): Will the 


right hon. Gentleman say what business 
it is intended to take this evening ! 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The Expiring 
Laws Amendment Bill, the Patent Law 
Amendment Bill, andthe Local Authorities 
(Bills in Parliament) Bill. 


SOMALILAND. 

Sin H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): Has the right hon. 
Gentleman any further information to 
give us with regard to events in Somali- 
land 4? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I believe no 
further information has been received. 


NEI BILL. 


POOR LAW SUPERANNUATION (IRE- 
LAND) (No. 2) BILL. 

“To provide for superannuation allow- 
ances to certain local officers and servants 
in Ireland, and for contributions towards 
such allowances by such officers and 
servants; and to make other relative 
provisions,” presented by Mr. O'Malley, 
under Standing Order No. 31 ; supported 
by Sir James Haslett, Mr. Claney, Mr. 
T. W. Russell, Mr. Cogan, Mr. Jovyee, and 
Mr. Harrington ; to be read a second time 
tomorrow, and to be printed. {Bill 298.] 
EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES 

BILL. 

Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. J. W. Lowrner 
Penrith) in the Chair. | 


(Cumberland, 
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*(2.26) THe CHAIRMAN: The first 
Amendment on the Paper, that in the 
name of the hon. Member for Flint 
Boroughs, has already been provided for 
by words inserted in Clause 6. 


Mr. HERBERT LEWIS (Flint 
Boroughs): What words are they which 
make this Amendment unnecessary ? 


*THECHAIRMAN: That part of Clause 
6which says that the local education 
authority shall have the powers of the 
School Board under the Act of 1870. 
One of the powers thus transferred is 
that of the supplying from time to time 
such additional school accommodation as 
may, in their opinion, be necessary. 


Mr. HERBERT LEWIS: May I point 
out that my Amendment covers consider- 
ibly more ground. It provides that the 
local authority shall erect all such schoo!s 
1s may hereafter be required in its area. 


Tne CHAIRMAN: Then the point 
should be Clause 9, which 
deals with the provision of new schools. 
The next Amendment on the Paper— 
that in the name of the hon. Member 


raised on 


ior Carnarvon Boroughs—is  conse- 
quential. 
Mr. HUMPHREYS-OWEN (Mont 


gomeryshire) moved an Amendment to 
the effect that all pubiic elementary 
schools provided by the local education 
authority should * be conducted in ac- 
cordance with the following regulations 
religious worship and 
instruction, namely: (7) The school shali 
open and close with religious worship : 
(/) religious instruction, based upon the 
reading of the Bible, shall form part of 
the regular instruction in the schol.” 
His reason for moving the Amendment 
was the belief which existed thar the 
religious edueation given in the board 
schools was of an inadequate and alto- 
gether unsatisfactory character. As a 
matter of fact, in the enormous majority 
of the board schools, religious instruction 
of an unsectarian kind was given In a 
satisfactory way. He wished, 
therefore, to legalise the present custom 
in board schools of giving simple, un- 
denominational teaching, which was 


as to religious 


most 
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practically universal, and which was 


demanded by the great mass of 
the people. He would like to point 


out that in the board, Wesleyan, and 
3ritish schools there were in average 
attendance a half-million more children 
than were to be found in the denomina- 
tional schools —the Church of England, 
and the Roman Catholic ; and so far as 
he could learn there had been no complaint 
on the part of the parents of the simple 
undenominational Christian teaching given 
in board schools. There were very tew 
School Boards whichdeliberately abstained 
from giving any religions instruction ; 
the majority of such Boards were in 
Wales, and their reason was their belief 
that religious instruction was not part of 
the province of the State. He fully sym- 
pathised with them, but, in point of fact, 
the great mass of the people would not 
he content with that, and required the 
simple teaching of morality based on the 
Bible. In our Colonies, and in’ many 
schools in the United States, there was 
the strongest hostility to sectarian teach 
ing. Undoubtedly there was a widespread 
desire to have religious teaching based on 
biblical instruction. The theory of purely 
secular instruction in the schools had 
broken down. Men and women 
were really fond of education, and whose 
hearts were in the work, could not abstain 
from giving that elementary teaching 
which might best be derived from caretul 
instruction in the Old and New ‘Testa- 
ments. He moved his Amendment be- 
cause he could not believe that it was 
possible for the schools to be carried on 
without moral and ethical teaching being 
given in addition to the ordinary sul)jects 
of education. 


who 
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‘In pave 3, line 6, after * neces 


ull schools previded by them 








‘moreover 
be conducted in accordance with the 
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‘() The school shall open and close with 
religious worship. : 

*(4) Reli based upon the 
reading of the Bible, shall form part of the 
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‘(¢) No person not being a member of the 
teaching stalf employed by the loca! edu- 
cation authority shall either give religious 
instruction or conduct religious worship in 
the school, except with the permission in 


writing of the focal edueation authority, 
and under sach conditions as the said 


authority may impose. 
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‘(7) No child shall be taken from the school 
in the hours during which the school is 
open toany other place for religious worship 
or religious instruction.’ ”—(Wr. Humph- 
reys-Uwen.) 

Question proposed, “That these words 

be there inserted.” 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he did not 
know whether the hon. Gentleman was 
serious in his desire to lay down larlia- 
mentary instruction as to the character 
of the religious instruction which was to 
be given in the board schools. It was a 
rash endeavour, and he certaiuly would 
not encourage the House to pursue any 
such plan. He might remark incident- 
ally that the first provision in the 
Amendment was in itself a proof of the 
difticulty which would attend such an 
effort—the school should open and close, 
said the hon. Gentleman, “ with religious 
worship.’ What religious worship ? 
The hon. Gentleman failed to define it. 
It might be teaching according to the 
English Chureh, the Roman Catholic 
Church, the Mohammedan, the Mormon, 
or anything which the fancy of the 
education authority might suggest. He 
did not know that much was to be 
gained by a provision of that kind. The 
hon. Gentleman’s Amendment said that 
religious instruction, based on the reading 
of the Bible, was to form part of the 
regular instruction of the school, but his 
speech was that ethical instruction, based 
on the Bible, should form part of the 
instruction. ‘The hon. Gentleman, how- 
ever, was perfectly aware that what the 
great body of the people of this country 


wanted was religious instruction, as 
distinguished from that instruction 


which excluded religion, and that it was 
quite impossible to have religious instruc- 
tion which did notinelude some religious 
dogma. It might not be dogma that 
separated Christian sects, but it must be 
dogma that separated Christianity from 
other religions, or from no religion at all. 
If the Amendment were adopted they 
would be starting a controversy in which 
the hon. Gentleman’s own friends and 
leaders were not with him. In his 
opinion it was absurd to occupy the time 
of the children with Bible teaching 
unless that teaching conveyed religion 
to them. and he did not advise the Com- 
mittee toembark on the impossible task 
of laying down the foundation of a 
universal Parliamentary theology. 


Mr. Humphreys-Owen. 
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(2.45.) Dr. MACNAMARA (Camber- 
well, N.) said the proposal was, in sub- 
stance, if not in form, to make it com- 
pulsory to give undenominational re- 
ligious instruction in all schools hitherto 
known as board schools. He believed 
that the form of religious instruction 
given under the Cowper Temple Clause 
absolutely satisfied 90 per cent. of the 
working classes of the country. He was 
thoroughly intimate with it, and his own 
children had been under it. The sylla- 
buses under it had been prepared by 
eminent Churchmen in conjunction 
with eminent Nonconformists, and the 
scheme had been praised by Bishops 
and Archbishops. 


Mr. A J. BALFOUR: I never 
attacked, or intended to attack, the 
religious instruction given in board 
schools. 


Dr. MACNAMARA said the purport 
of the Amendment was to make that 
system compulsory, and all he desired to 
do was to show how admirable it was. 
But whilst he personally agreed abso- 
lutely as to the desirableness of the 
Cowper-Temple form of undenomi- 
national teaching, he could not help 
recognizing that there were a great 
number of people who had very strong 
conscientious objections to it. He hoped 
that at this juncture they would be free 
from deciding on any proposal in regard 
to religious instruction rather than 
adopt a scheme which his hon. friend 
must admit was partial and would have 
to have added to it a dozen other things 
before it was complete. He _ believed 
that between them they could so agree 
on such a repeal, not of the essence of 
the Cowper-Temple Clause, but of the 
practice under it, as to secure full and 
free facilities for all those who desired 
something different for their children. 
He wanted to meet the views of those 
who desired something different. There 
were Amendments on the Paper, such 
as that standing in the name of the hon. 
Member for Tunbridge, designed to secure 
facilities outside the school. That seemed 
to him to be a suggestion which, given 
public control of the schools, they could 
accept. ‘There was no reason under the 
sun why such facilities should not be 
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given. He hoped that before they con- 
cluded these discussions they would come 
to « working arrangement of that sort, 
and he appealed to his hon. triend not 
to press his Amendment, which would 
fail to secure that liberty in the form 


of religious instruction which so many , 


parents desired. 


*sizk_ FRANCIS POWELL (Wigan) 
said the hon. Member who moved the 
Amendment in such moderate terms 
had claimed that there were more 
children in undenominational than in 
denominational schools, and had urged 
that as an argument in favour of his 
proposal. He did not agree with him, 
but if the fact were as stated, surely 
they ought to have some regard to the 
rights and wishes of the minority. 
Undoubtedly there were more children 
in voluntary than in board schools, 
and he was certain that this proposal 
would not be acceptable to the great 
majority of the parents of the children 
in voluntary schools. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The Amend- 
ment does not apply to the voluntary 
schools. 


*Sir FRANCIS POWELL said that 
fact only strengthened his argument. 
This was an entirely new departure 
in educational legislation. It imposed 
the duty, for the first time, of inquiring 
into and controlling religious instruction, 
and he was surprised at such a proposal, 
comingtfrom the hon. Gentlemen opposite, 
who always professed a desire to vindicate 
on every occasion, and in every possible 
manner, the fullest and freest range of 
liberty as regarded religious instruction. 
The hon. Member had cited the example 
of America, but from what he could 
gather, the conditions there were not 
such as to encourage the people of this 
country to adopt a similar system. The 
same might be said with regard to 
Canada. The Amendment would not 
hold water. 
culties of the case and it would afford 
no assistanee in satisfactorily solving 
this great controversy. 


Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, S.) said it 
was not necessary to disevss what had 
occurred in either Canada or the 
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United States. Let them confine their 
attention to the Amendment, the object 
of which was to make obligatory by 
statute a practice which already obtained 
in the great majority of the board 
schools. He entirely sympathised with 
his hon. friend the Member for North 
Camberwell in desiring to show that 
board schools could and did give 
excellent religious instruction; but the 
proposal of the Amendment was to 
make religious instruction universal 
and statutory in all public schools 
whatever. His hon. friend would no 
doubt remember that this question 
caused the greatest difficulty in 1870, 


when they had a _ party like the 
Birmingham League who desired to 


make public education entirely secular. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon 


Boroughs) : “ Where is that party now ! 


Mr. BRYCE said that there 
others who took exactly the opposite 
view, and after a while, as the discussion 
went on, the general sentiment of the 
bulk of the people declared itself to he in 
favour of trying the experiment of having 
the instruction—not dogmatie and de- 
nominational, but based on the Bible. 
This general desire, this general opinion 
of the country, by degrees overpowered 
both parties in this House, and hence 
arose a sort of negative compromise, the 
essence of which was that it did not 
throw on the State the duty of making 
provision for denominational education. 
The only direction which the State gave 
to the local authorities was that they 
should not introduce into the schools any 
formularies. Under that system excellent 
religious instruction had been given on 
which his hon. friend had dwelt—a 
system with which he believed the enor- 
mous majority of the laity and the people 
of this country were content. Why 
should that system be disturbed and the 
whole controversy of 1870 re-opened ! 
He hoped that his hon. friend would not 
press his Amendment. Before he sat 
down he wished to take the earliest 
opportunity of referring to an extraordin- 
ary statement which fell from the First 
Lord of the Treasury. That right hon. 
Gentleman said that it would be absurd 
to occupy the minds of children with the 
Bible or Bible instruction except for 
religions purposes. He was astonished 


were 
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to hear, from the right hon. Gentleman of 
all men, that the Bible was of no use 
except for religious purposes. Even if 
no religious instruction were given from 
the Bible, he would say that it should hold 
its place in our schools. The Bible was 
the only means by which a great number 
of children in our schools had any access 
to the ancient world, and the whole 
immense field of imagination, poetry, 
thought, and history. He would re- 
commend the right hon. Gentleman—if 
he indeed meant what his words seemed 
to convey—to read the preface which 
Matthew Arnold wrote to his edition of 
part of the Prophecies of Isaiah, in which 
he indicated the enormous importance, 
for the purpose of training children, of 
giving them some knowledge of the 
Bible. He was sure that if the First 
Lord were to read that preface he would 
come to the conclusion that it would be 
the greatest pity in the world to exclude 
the Bible from our schools. 


Sir SAMUEL HOARE (Norwich) said 
he gathered that on both sides there was 
an agreement that at this time it was 
not desirable to go further into the 
religious question ; but atthe same time 
they could not ignore the fact that this 
was one of the many suggested Amend- 
ments which had been put before the 
country, in the Press and at public 
meetings. For that reason it was desir- 
able that he should sav a few words, 
more especially because the corporation 
which he had the honour to represent, 
which had very carefully and very 
temperately gone into this question, had 
suggested various modifications on the 
present Bill, and one of their resolutions 
was very mueh in the same words as 
his hon. triend had put into his Amend- 
ment. As to the question of religious 
worship at the commencement of school 
work, he, for one, had a strong feeling. 
It they desired that the children of the 
Church should be taught according to 
the tenets of the Church, they also 
equally desired that the children of 
parents of other religions should have 
similar advantages of worship and re- 
ligious instruction. He was glad to 
think that in this matter the School 
Boards had, in the greater number of 
instances, carried out what. he believed, 
to be the public demand. But when they 

Mr. Lryce. 
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came to put an Amendment to the Clause 
in the Bill, how many difficulties arose as 
to what kind of worship should be used at 
the opening of the school work. He was 
afraid that if the Amendment were adopted 
the religious controversy would become 
more and more acute. He wished to sup- 
port the hon. Member for North Camber- 
well in his suggestion that facilities should 
he given to the children to attend tl.e same 
worship, and receive the same religious 
education which wasin harmony with their 
parents’ religious views. He hoped his 
hon. friend would not press his Amend- 
ment, although he believed that the 
majority of the House agreed with the 
views he had expressed. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said he could 
not help regretting that the spirit 
displayed by the hon. Baronet the 
Member for Norwich in treating of the 
religious ditliculty, could not also be 
imported into the sentiment in regard to 
the denominational schools. At the 
same time, he trusted that his hon. friend 
would not press his Amendment to a 
division, as it did not raise this religious 
difficulty to a clear issue. It was not a 
question as to whether they were for or 
against religious worship or teaching in 
schools. There were many Members of 
School Boards who would vote against 
this Amendment, because they would 
regard it as a kind of national instruction 
to every school authority throughout the 
country. The question was whether 
they were to give liberty to the local 
education authority to work out the 
religious difficulty in their own way? 
They could not go on giving directions 
to thirty-five millions of people 
whether they were to worship at the 
commencement of school,and as to how 
they were to teach religion. What they 
should do wasto permit anumber of people, 
who were neighbours, to meet together 
and thrash the thing out as to how and 
what they should teach the children. 
His experience was that there was no 
ditticulty when the matter was lett in 
that way. Some hon. friends said that un- 
denominational education was Noneonfor- 
mist education ; but he asked anyone who 
had really had experience of the working 
of School Boards whether that was so! 
Was not a certain syllabus of religious 
instruction thrashed out round a table ! 
He knew the most Nonconformist valley 
in all Wales—the Rhondda Valley— 
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where the rector himself had told him 
that he had the main hand in drafting the 
svllabus. In «nother mining centre 
where Nonconformists were in an over- 
whelming preponderance, the rector and 
two or three curates met the ministers of 
yarious denominations and agreed as to 
the kind of religious instruction which 
should be given in that district. Not only 
that, the recter and the curates took 
their turns with the ministers of other 
denominations in examining the children 
on the agreed-upon syllabus. After all, 
was not that the way to settle this vexed 
question? This difticulty was not a 
practical difficulty when the people met 
ina practical way. But hon. Members 
would insistoncreatingartificial ditticulties, 
or in arranging their verdict before they 
heard anything of the case, or upon 
arranging the jury in such a way that 


only one verdict could be given. For his 
part he trusted the people. He could not 
quite see the contention of the Prime 


Minister about separating religion from 


ethics. 


Mr. ALJ. BALFOUR said that what he 
had stated was that while religion implied 
ethics, ethies did not imply religion. 
That was surely a common-place. 


Mr.e LLOYD-GEORGE said he was not 
sure Imt that the highest form of religion 
Any other would be a thug 
very glad to find 


was ethics. 


religion. He was 


that the Prime Minister had taken to 
study Dr. Clitford’s utterances. There 
was some hope that the right hon. 


Gentleman would be able to understand 
the Noneconformist case if he studied 
Dr. Clitford’s .pamphlets. At any rate, 
he would find that the Noneonformists 
did not separate ethies from religion. In 
America they had tried to settle this 
difficult problem, and he thought that in 
the United States religion was much 
more prosperous than here, from the 
point of view that they taught the 
children in the schools, not dogmas, but 
religion which they could understand. 
The Prime Minister was raising a false 
issue here. It question as to 
whether they were going to lay down, as 
a matter of law, what kind of religious 
instruction was tobe given. Hethouglht 
it they could not have an agreement in 
a district as to the particular kind of 
religion that was to be taught, they had 
better not teach it at all. Otherwise 


Was a 
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religious strife was imported, and infinite 
harm was done to religion if thev 
crammed every child with dogma. 
Therefore, it was pre-eminently a matter 
for concord and agreement, and one to be 
treated in that spirit of religion which 
hon. Members opposite appeared so 
anxious to teach the children ; but what 
they insisted was not religion at all, until 
they could get hold of something they 
could quarrel about. : 


(3.15.) Mr. WALLACE (Perth) said 
he would not enter into the discussion 
which would take place later on the 
Amendment of the hon. Member fo1 
Tunbridge Wells, but if the Committee 
were to pass the Amendment of his 
hon. friend they would shut out a 
great part of that discussion. Personally, 
he was in complete sympathy with 
the object of his hon. friend. If he 
were the dictator and the univers:l 
manager of all the schools in England, 
the system he would devise would be the 
system laid down in his hon. friend’s 
Amendment. He believed in a simple 
unsectarian system of religion, especially 
in teaching children, as he thought they 
would derive the most advantage from 
it. But he was not the dictator or the 
universal manager of the schools; and he 
recognised that there was a vast number 
of persons who did not agree with his 
view of the matter. He sympathised 
completely with what had been said by 
his hon. friend the Member for North 
Camberwell, that if they had their way 
they would prefer the system set forth 
in the Amendment ; but if they could get 
complete control of the secular part of the 
instruction—-he meant real and complete 
control—then they would he prepared 
to meet their hon. friends opposite and 
accept the point of the Amendment. ot 
the hon. Member for Tunbridge Wells. 
He believed himself that having rezard to 
the religious differences in the country 
the only system which could ultimately 
prevail was an united secular and separat: 
religions inmstruction—that was to say, 
that the different denominations should 
he allowed to teach their own ereed io 
their own children, and that afterwards 
the children should unite for secular 
instruction. He did not propose — to 
prolong the discussion on the Amend 
ment, and only wished {to say that when 
the Amendment of the hon. Member fo 








371 Edweation 


Tunbridge Wells was reached if, in the 
meantime, they had got what they were 
seeking for—control over the secular part 
of education, which they felt to be 
absolutely necessary—they would be 
prepared to support it. 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Denbigh- 
shire, W.) said thatalthough hethoughtthat 
there weremany reasons why it would not be 
desirable to press the Amendment to a 
division, he was still glad his hon. friend 
had taken that opportunity to emphasise 
the important fact that the prevailing 
sentiment of the country was in favour 
of some form of religious instruction in 
every school in the country. What they 
were aiming at was to arrive at a state 
of things which would enable one form 
of religion to be given in every public 
elementary. school. It was a most 
unhappy circumstance in the educa- 
tional life of the country that there 
should be a want of union in regard to 
that essential matter in the teaching of 
little children; but he felt that the 
Amendment would perhaps be the means 
of blocking the way to the most excellent 
settlement of the question proposed by 
the hon. Member opposite. If ever they 
did sueceed in settling the difficult 
question of religious instruction, they 
should beware of doing anything which 
would stand in the way of coming near 
that ideal, which would make them, at 
all events, one in their efforts to teach 
the spirit of religion, not in discordant 
tones, but in harmony and union in 
every school in the country. He felt 
strongly that every effort should be 
made to permeate the atmosphere in 
every school in the spirit of religion, 
and he was glad the discussion had been 
the means of showing very clearly that 
both sides of the House were on that 
question united n their aim and ideal. 


*Mr. JOHN ELLIS( Nottingham, Rush- 
cliffe) said his hon. friend might con- 


gratulate himself on the discussion 
which had taken place. He felt, 


however, that the Amendment should 
be withdrawn, as that was not the 
moment to decide the question which 
it raised. He listened with very great 
pleasure to the remarks which fell trom 
the hon. Member for Norwich—bDecause he 
thought, if the Committee considered 
this matter in the spirit indicated by the 


Mr. Wallace. 
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to 


hon. Member—they might come to some- 
thing like an understanding in this 
matter. They on that side of the House 
were fighting for popular and complete 
control over every sixpence spent in the 
schools which was contributed from 
public funds, or local funds. If hon, 
Members opposite would apply their 
minds to that point, and meet his hon, 
friends fully and amply in that respect, 
as he believed the Prime Minister was to 
a certain extent trying to do, speaking 
for himself, he would be prepared to meet 
hon. Members opposite in a like spirit as 
to denominational teaching. In 1896 he 
had suggested an exchange of the Cowper- 
Temple Clause for complete, absolute, 
popular, universal, control. He did now 
hind himself to the words he had used in 
1896, but given complete absolute and 
universal control, there would be much 
less difficulty than some hon. Members 
thought in dealing with the other matter, 
He hoped his hon, friend would not press 
his Amendment to a division and he con- 
gratulated him again on the interesting 
discussion which it had raised. 


* Mr. ALFRED DAVIES (Carmarthen 
Boroughs) said he did not agree with 
the Amendment, which would do for 
Paradise but not for England — and 
Wales. He was a man who be- 
lieved in religion, and who desired to 
instruct children above all in religion; 
but he thought in the present state of 
affairs they could not give religious in- 
struction in popular schools by Act of 
Parliament. If they wanted the children 
taught religion, they must largely rely 
upon the teaching in the Sunday schools 
and from ministers of the Gospel, hut 
he held that they would not be able 
to give the children proper religious 
instruction in the elementary schools. 
Ii they wished to attempt it they 
would have to see that the teachers 
were men of piety, and they could not 
do that. Would hon. Members support 
a State taught and aided religion in 
the schools? Parliament was already 
connected too much in _ religion 
by having a State Church, but we have 
not yet taught all Members of Parlia- 
ment to be religious. He hoped that 
Parliament would not connect itself 
still further with religion by attempting 
to give State taught religious instruction 


He did not believe Welsh 


in the schools. 





37. 
Me 


Mo 
not 


Me 
feel 


Pri 


salc 
to. 
the 
tha 
gre: 
inte 
que 
con 
Goi 
con 
ore; 
well 
wit] 
to 
sent 
On 
agre 
vict 
secu 


be— 


Men 
mus 
befo 


=F 
men 
teac! 
char 
coun 
univ 
with 
take 
Non 
the ¢ 
mer 
repr 


M 
woul 
the 
opin 
sides 
The 
Nor 
by t] 
sure, 
ment 


l- 


iw 


th 
or 


to 





373 Education 
Members would approve of the Amend. | 
ment, and he urged the hon. Member for 
Montgomeryshire to withdraw it. It did 
not come from a Nonconformist, but from | 
a Churchman ; and he held that the hon. | 
Member no more understood the religious | 
feelings of Nonconformists than the 
Prime Minister. 


*Mr. HELME (Lancashire, Lancaster) 
said that the Amendment called attention 
to one of the most important and, at 
the same time, most difficult problems 
that surrounded the settlement of this 
great educational question. In the) 
interests of an agreement on the religious | 
question which could only be settled by 
consent, he merely wished to ask the | 
Government (if it was not too late) to 
confer with the representatives of the 
great Nonconformist churches. It was 
well understood that they had consulted 
with, and, in some measure, attempted 
to carry out the wishes of the repre- 
sentatives of the great Anglican Church. 
On all sides there was a desire—and he 
agreed both sides were actuated by con- 
victionthat some way should be found to 
secure a settlement and this only could 


be—— 


*THe CHAIRMAN: I think the hon. 
Member is speaking at large now. He 
must confine himself to the Amendment 
before the Committee. 


*Mr. HELME said that the Amend- 
ment proposed to secure in all schools 
teaching of an unsectarian religious 
character. There was a feeling in the 
country that that teaching should be 
universal, and he would content himself 
with asking the Government ii they would 
take into account the opinions of the 
Nonconformist churches in regard to 
the question, without which no real settle- 
ment could be arrived at by inviting their 
representatives to a conference. 


Mr. HUMPHREYS-OWEN | said he 
would be best consulting the feelings of 
the Committee if he acceded to the 
opinion which had been expressed on both 
sides and did not press the Amendment. 
The remarks of the hon. Member for 
Norwich and the general spirit shown 
by the Committee gave him much plea- 


sure, and he would withdraw the Amend- | 


ment. 
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Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


(3.30.) Mr. HENRY HOBHOUSE 
(Somersetshire, E.) said the object of the 
Amendment which he proposed to move, 
was to make clear on the face of the Bill 
the control of the authority, and he pro- 
posed to do that by moving to leave out 
the word “subject” and inserting the 
words ‘‘so long as.” The effect of his 
substitution would be to make compliance 
with these conditions, in legal language, a 
condition precedent to the control of 
these schools and to obtaining the 
Parliamentary grant. Under section 7 


of the Act of 1870, a public elementary 


school was one that was conducted in 
accordance with the conditions required 
to be fulfilled in order to obtain an 
annual Parliamentary grant, and, taking 
these Clauses together, if the school did 
not comply with those conditions, it ceased 
to be a public elementary school, and 
the local authority would no longer be 
required to maintain it. That point 
was not quite understood even by hon. 
Members who had made a study of the 
subject, and the probability was it would 
not be well understood outside, therefore 
he submitted that the meaning of the 
Clause ought to be plain on the face of 
it. For that reason he desired to put 
in common language, in words which 
would be clear to everybody, that if the 
conditions were not observed, there would 
be no obligation upon the local authority 
to maintain the school, and that as far 
as finances were concerned, the school 
would be practically closed. He could 
see no objection to words of that kind, if 
they carried out the common object they 
all had in view. He hoped the Govern- 
ment would see their way to accept it. 
He might observe that the Amendment 
put down by the hon. Member for North 
Birmingham as an Amendment to 
that which he now moved was, in fact, 
not an Amendment to the Amendment, 
but raised a different question which 
could be better treated at a subsequent 
stage. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 3, line 6, to leave out the 
‘subject. °—(Wr. Henry Hobhouse. 


word 


Question proposed, “That the word 
‘subject ’ stand part of the Clause.” 
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THe ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir 
Ropert Fintay, Inverness Burghs) said 
the Amendment moved by his hon. triend 
would have to be taken in conjunction 
with the subsequent Amendments the 
hon. Member proposed to move. He 
proposed to leave out the word “subject” 
and to insert words to make it quite clear 
that the compliance with the conditions 
was necessary in order to impose the 
obligation to support the school upon 
the local authority. He agreed that the 
Clause ought to have that effect, and 
under those circumstances the Govern- 
ment would be prepared to accept the 
Amendment. 


Mr. BRIGG (Yorkshire, W.R., Keighley) 
supported the Amendment proposed, in- 
asmuch as he had an Amendment a 
little lower down on the Paper which 
proposed to effect the same object 
in a different way. The point it 
was desired to maintain was that the 
education authority should have a_cer- 
tain amount of control over the 
managers. Inasmuch as they would 
have to supply the money, they should 
have a certain amount of power over 
the managers. He congratulated the 
Government on having accepted the 
Amendment. 


Mr. MSKENNA (Monmouthshire, N.) 
said that the discussion that had arisen 
would show the extraordinary way in 
which the Bill was drafted. The. whole 
of these words were unnecessary, because 
it would be seen that the earlier part of 
the Clause said that the local authority 
should maintain and keep efficient all 
elementary and elementary 
were defined by the Act oi 
Is70 to be schools conducted under 
the conditions necessary to obtain a 
Parliamentary grant. Ifa school did not 


schools, 


schools 


work under those conditions, it wou!d 
not get its grant, and therefore 
would cease to be an_ elementary 
school. He had an Amendment lower 


down to leave out all the words from 
= subject * to the end of the Clause, and 
he would briefly explain why not 
only the word “subject” but all the 
rest of the words should be left out. 
Ciause 8, as it stood, was complete in 
itself, and any words limiting the 
powers of the management ought 
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to be incorporated in a new Clause, 
showing precisely what the powers of 
the managers should be. The Prime 
Minister had struck out Clause 7 as 
it originally appeared in the Bill, and 
therefore the Committee did not know 
what the initial duties of the managers 
were to be; there was no definition of 
the word “managers,” and he submitted 
that they ought to commence the Clause 
with a definition of “‘ managers,” and that 
they should put in a sub-Clause which 
should extend or limit their powers 
as the case might be. Let hon. Mem- 
bers consider how absurd the Clause 
would be if this Amendment were 
accepted. Could any greater nonsense 
be conceived! If the Clause were 
allowed to stand as amended it would 
read— 

“The local education authovity shall main- 
tain and keep eflicient all elementary schools 
... so long as... the consent of the local 
education authority shall be required to the 
appointment of teachers.” 


They had had one badly drafted Act 
in the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 
and ever since it was passed the 
Judges had been trying to construe an 
Act which no one could understand. 
The drafting of the present Bill was even 
worse than that of the Workmen's Com- 
pensation Act. The remainder of the 
Clause ought to be omitted, a definition 
of “managers” inserted, and that detim- 
tion limited in the case of non-provided 
schools as proposed under the existing 


Clause. 
(3.47.) Mr. LAWSON WALTON 


(Leeds, $8.) said the condition was olbvi- 
ously inapplicable to the present series of 
provisions, and its inapplicalility would be 
emphasised by the insertion of the words 
"so long as.” The intention was to create 
a statutory obligation, which would arise 
ouly in the event of certain conditions 
heing complied with by the managers. 
The sul-sections ought to define the 
conditions, compliance with which was 
essential to the claim of the managers 
upon the local authority. But so fa 
from defining those conditions, the sub- 
sections were general provisions — in 
character, and some were declarations of 
right. As amended, the Clause would be 
utterly unintelligible ; it was jargon. By 
sub-section (4) the obligation upon the 
local authority would exist only so long 
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as the authority had the power to inspect 
the school, and so on. He suggested that 
while the Clause was in the crucible it 
should be so amended that it would 
emerge in an intelligible form. 


sir WILLIAM HARCOURT (Mon- 
mouthshire, W., reminded the Committee 
that Clause 7, as it originally stood, ran— 
. and in the ease of schools not so 
provided, by the persons who are the managers 
for the purposes of the Elementary Education 
Acts, 1870 to 1900, and this Act.” 
That seemed to recognise certain powers 
given to managers, such as they had under 
the Act of 1870. But that provision had 
heen struck out of the old Clause 7, and 
it did not reappear in the new Clause 8. 
He therefore asked the Attorney-General 
to state where in the Bill, as now drawn, 
there was a positive power given to the 
managers to appoint the teachers? As 
far as he could see, there was nothing but 
an inferential statement assuming such a 
power to exist. The managers no longer 
had the powers given them under the Act 
of 1870 ; there was no power given either 
to foundation managers or to elected 
managers other than that given in Clause 
8. Some of the sub-sections in that 
Clause applied only to the foundation 
managers, others only to the elected 
managers. The whole plan of the Biil 
divided the managers into two classes, 
certain duties being given to one class, 
and other duties to the other class, but 
there was no section declaring the powers 
and duties of the managers as a whole. 
What were the powers, rights, and 
duties of the foundation managers which 
did not belong to the elected managers, 
and what were those of the elected 
managers which did not belong to the 
foundation managers ? 


THe SECRETARY or tHe BOARD 
oF EDUCATION (Sir WILLIAM ANSON, 
Oxford University) : I do not see where 
there is any distinction drawn between 
the functions of the different classes of 
managers. 


Sim WILLIAM HARCOURT: Is it 
anybody except the foundation managers 
who are to find the money for the repair 
of the schools? I ask where is the 
definition of the powers of the managers 
within this Bill, beyond what we tind in 
Clause 8 ? 


VOL. CXILL [Fourri SEntes. | 


{21 OcToBER 1902} 


Bill. 378 
Si ROBERT FINLAY said the ques- 


tion of the right hon. Gentleman seemed 
to be based upon a complete miscon- 
ception of the effect of the section. 


There was no such distinction as the 
right hon. Gentleman supposed _ be- 


tween the functions and duties of the 
foundation managers and those of the 
elected managers. The managers were 
one body, and every condition in the 
section, so far as the managers had to de 
anything, would have to be complied 
with by the managers as a whole. ‘The 
effect of the section was perfectly clear, 
and until he heard his concluding remarks 
he did not appreciate the point of the 
right hon. Gentleman’s question. What 
he wanted defined were the respective 
functions of two bodies of managers. All 
he could say in reply to that was that 
there were not two bodies. The whole of 
the managers, foundation and elected, 
would act jointly, by a majority. 


Sm WILLIAM HARCOURT: By a 
majority on matters concerning secular 
education ? 


Sin) ROBERT FINLAY: On - all 
subjects. The Committee, after a_pro- 
longed debate, had determined the com- 
position of the Board of Managers. That 
having been settled, the managers would 
act as one body with regard to all 
subjects relating to management. 


Sim WILLIAM HARCOURT: With 
regard to all subjects, including secular 
education and religious education ? 


Sin ROBERT FINLAY: With regard to 
all subjects, includingsecular education and 
religious education—of course, as regards 
secular education, under the control of 
the local authority. Turning to the com- 
plaints as to the drafting, the hon. and 
learned Member contended that all the 
sub-sections were perfectly consistent as 
they stood. As to (#), if the managers 
refused to carry out the directions of the 
local authority, they would fail to satisfy 
that condition, and would cease to be 
entitled to maintenance. The same 
with (4), if the managers refused to allow 
the local authority to inspect the school, 
or withdrew their accounts from audit, 
they would cease to be entitled to main- 
tenance. 


O 
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Mr. LAWSON WALTON : Where are 
the words “if they refuse?” It is a 
mere declaration of right to inspect and 
audit. 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY thought there 
ought really to be a limit to subtlety 
as applied to construction. The hon. 
and learned Member would never 
venture to urge in the courts of which 
he was so distinguished an ornament 
that the power of the local authority to 
inspect did not impose upon the managers 
the obligation to submit to that inspec- 
tion. As to sub-Section (c), if the managers 
appointed the teachers without the consent 
of the local authority, they would not 
have fulfilled the condition. 


Mr. M’KENNA asked whether the 
words should not be ‘‘so long as the 
consent of the local education authority 
should have been obtained ? ” 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY said it was 
not in the least necessary. It really 
required great legal ability to perceive 
such difficulties, and he complimented 
his two hon. and learned friends on the 
skill they had shown in confusing that 
which was so perfectly plain. 


(4.5.) Mr. BRYCE said the hon. 
and learned Member had failed to 
answer the principal question of his 
right hon. friend, viz., as to where 
this fresh grant of powers was made. 
As to the use of subtlety, they were 
indebted to the Attorney-General for an 
admirable display of that quality in 
twisting sub-Sections (/) and (c) into the 
form of conditions. Instead of debating 
this question at length would it not be 
simpler for the Government to admit 
words suitable to positive gifts of power ? 
He suggested that if the Clause read “ so 
longas the following conditions are com- 
plied with, and the following provisions 
observed it would make no difference to 
the Bill from the Attorney General’s point 
of view, and the objections as to the draft- 
ing would be met. 


Question, ‘That the word ‘subject’ 
stand part of the Clause,’ put and 
negatived. 


Amendment proposed, after the last 
Amendment, to insert the words “so 
long as.’ —( Mr. Hh nry Hobhouse.) 
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Question proposed, “That the words 
‘so long as,’ be there inserted.” 


Sik WILLIAM HARCOURT pressed 
for a statement as to where the words 
were to be found by which the managers 
were given the positive right to appoint 
the teachers. 


Str ROBERT FINLAY: It is clearly 
implied. If we say that the consent of 
the local authority should be required to 
the appointment of the teachers, who 
else by any possibility can appoint except 
the managers 4 
The Education 


AN Hon. MEMBER: 


Department. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE, on a point of 
order, submitted that the important 
question of the relations of the managers 
to the local authority, involved in the 
Amendment, could more properly be 
discussed on a proposal of which notice 
had been given by the hon. Member for 
the Morley Division. He therefore asked 
whether that Amendment would be in 
order, because, if not, the question would 
have to be discussed now. 


Mr. ERNEST GRAY (West Ham, N.) 
thought the question of the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for West Mon- 
mouthshire, and the reply thereto of the 
Attorney General, had opened up a very 
wide field of discussion. The hon. and 
learned Gentleman had declared that 
the managers were to be one body. He 
would have thought that to discuss that 
point on the present Amendment was 
out of order, but in any case the question 
would arise on the first words of sub- 
Clause (a). 


* THE CHAIRMAN pointed out that the 
relations of the managers to the local 
authority could very properly be dis- 
cussed on sub-clause (a) which dealt with 
that very matter. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: That condi- 
tion refers only to the non- provided 
schools. 


* THe CHAIRMAN: All that follows 
after “subject” refers to the case of schools 
not provided by the local authority. 
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With regard to the Amendment of the 
hon. Member for the Morley Division, 
the provisions referred to are already 
included in the Bill. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said they might 
be included, so far as the provided 
schools were concerned, but not in regard 
to the schools not provided. It was 
really a very important point. 


Sir FRANCIS POWELL, speaking 
as a layman, thought that sub-Section 


3 of Clause 18 would include the word 
- managers.” 


Mr. YOXALL (Nottingham, W.) sub- 
mitted that the effect of the Amendment 
would be to undo the decision of the 
Committee that the local authority were 
to have the control of all secular educa- 
tion in public elementary schools, whether 
provided by them or not. By Clause 13 
(2), only the Parliamentary grant of a 
school maintained by the local authority 
was to go to that authority. and by the 
Amendment it would be possible for the 
managers of a school to refuse to fulfil 
the conditions of Clause 8, withdraw 
themselves from the purview of the local 
education authority, and still receive the 
Parliamentary grant in respect of their 
school. If that was the intention it was 
one to be condemned. 


*Toe CHAIRMAN said that a ruling 
was given on exactly the same point 
yesterday. 


‘Mr. YOXALL respectfully begged a 
ruling on the point now. The Amend- 
ment dealt with a matter which was dis- 
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cussed and disposed of yesterday, and he 
submitted that it was out of order. 


*THE CHAIRMAN: I amafraid I do 
not quite follow the hon. Member’s 
argument. Itis a very simple matter to 
substitute the words “so long as” for the 
word “subject.” 


“Mr. M‘KENNA thought the Govern- 
ment should accept the Amendment. 


Sir. ROBERT FINLAY said it was 
desirable it should be perfectly clear 
that the rights set forth in the sub- 
Sections were conferred only subject to 
the performance of certain duties, and 
for that reason he thought the words 
should be introduced. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said it appeared 
on the face of it that the control of 
expenditure was only to be retained so 
long as certain conditions were complied 


with. He would suggest that the 
Attorney General should consider 


whether, on report, he could not remove 
the words ‘‘control of expenditure ” 
and make them a condition by them- 
selves. 


Sik ROBERT FINLAY said he did 
not think the change proposed by the 
hon. Member would be an improvement. 
It would be rather a pity to adopt the 
suggestionfand make control of expendi- 
ture a separate Clause. 


(4.20.) Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 262; 


Noes, 102. (Division List, No. 400.) 


AYES. 





\ve-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Aird, Sir John 

Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh 0. 
Arrol, Sir William 
Atkinson, Re. Hon. John 
sailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain. Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balearres, Lord 


Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r | 
Balfour.Rt HnGeraldW. (Leeds | 


Banbury, Frederick George 


sarry, Sir Francis T. (Windsor) 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Bhownaggree. Sir M. M. 


| Bignold, Arthur 
| Blundell, Colonel Henry 
| Bond, Edward 


Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 


| Boulnois, Edmund 
| Bowles, Capt. H. F. (Middlesex) 


Bowles, T. Gibson (King’s Lynn 
Brassey, Albert 

Brigg, John 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. Sir John 

| Brooktield, Colonel Montagu 


O 2 


Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Brown, Alexander H. (Shropsh, 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 

Burt, Thomas 

Butcher, John George 


| Campbell, Rt.Hn.J. A. (Glasgow 


Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carew, James Laurence 
Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C.W.( Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cevil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 


| Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
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Chamberlain, Rt. Hn. J. (Birm. 
Chamberlain, RtHn.J.A.(Worce. 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Chapman, Edward 
Clive, Captain Perey A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H.A.E. 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings. Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colom),Sir JohnCharlesReady 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Corbett A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Cubitt. Hon. Henry 
Dalrymple, Sir ¢ ‘harles 
Davenport, William Bromley- 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dimsdale, Sir Joseph Cocktield 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dorington, Rt. Hon. Sir John E, 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford,Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke. Rt. Hn.Sir William Hart 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elliot, Hen. A. Ralph Douglas 
Emmott, Alfred 

Faber, Edmund B. (Hants. W.) 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fardell, Sir T. George 

KF ellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt HonSird(Mane’r 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William | 
FitzGerald, Sir Robert Penrose ! 
Fitzroy, Hon. Rdward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster,P ay th arwick,S.W. 
Fowler, Hon. Sir Henry 
Gallow = : ‘William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Gartit, William 

Gibbs, Hon. Vicary(St Albans) 
Gordon,MajEvans-(T'rH’mlets 
Gore, HnG. B.C. Ormsby-(Salop 
eg, Edward Altred 

Graham, Henry Robert 

Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene,Sir EW(B'ryS Ediv’nds 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond- (Cambs. 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Greville. Hon. Ronald 

Groves, James Grimble 
Gunter, Sir William 

Halsey, Hon. Thomas F, 
Hamilton,Rt HnLordG (Midd’x 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert Wm. 
Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Sir William 
Hardy, Laurence(Kent, Ashf'rd 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harwood George 

Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 

Hatch, — Frederick Geo. 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
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Healy, Timothy Michael 
Heath, Arthur Howard( Hanley 
Heath,James (Staffords, N. W. 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 
Higginbottom, &. W. 
Hoare, Sir Samuel 
Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset, E. 
Hogs, Lindsay 
Hope, J.¥ (Sheftield, Brightside 
Hope, John Deans (Fife. West) 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 
Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard, John( Kent, F’ versh’m 
Howard.J. (Midd. , Tottenham. 
Hozier, Hon. James Henry Cecil 
Hudson, George Biekersteth 
Hutton, John (Yorks, N.R.) 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jetireys, Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred. 
Kemp, George 
Kennaway,Kt Hon. SirJohnH. 
Kennedy, Patrick James 
Kenyon. Hon. Geo. T. (Denbigh) 
Kenyon- Slaney,Col, W. (Salop 
Kimber, Henr y 
King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Kitson, Sir James 
Knowles, Lees 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence,Sir.Joseph(Monm’th 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 
Lee, ArthurH (Hants, Fareham 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Leese,Sir Joseph. (Acerington 
Legge, Col. Hon, Heneage 
Llewellyn, Evan et 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Enkine 
Long,Col. Charles W.( Evesham 
Long, RtHon Walter( Bristol.S. 
Lowther, C. (Cumb. Eskdale) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lueas, Col. Francis ( Lowestoft 
Lucas, 
Macartney, Rt Hn. W.G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
MS Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M I ver,SirLewis( Edinburgh W 
MW’ Killop,James(Stirlingshire) 
Malcolm, Ian 
Manners. Lord Cecil 
Mather, Sir William 
Maxwell, RtHnSirHE.(Wiet’n 
Middlemore JohnThrogmorton 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Montagu, Hon..J. Scott (Hants. ) 
More, Robt. Jasper (Shropshire 
Morgan, DavidJ.( Walthamstow 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C, 
Murray, Rt HnA.Graham(Bute 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Pease, Herbert Pike( Darlington 
Pemberton, John S. G. 
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Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharpe 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Randles, John S 

Rankin, Sir James 

wes ig R. F. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 

Rich: rds, Henry Charles 
Ridley,Hon. M.W. (Stalybridge 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Shettield) 
Robinson, Brooke 
Rothschild, Hon. Lionel Walter 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
tutherford, John 

Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Samuel, Harry 8. (Limehouse) 
Seely, Maj J.E.B.(Isleof Wight 
Seton-Karr. Henry 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart, i. H.( Renfrew 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinelair, Louis (Romford) 
Simith,James Parker(Lanarks.) 
Spear, John Ward 

Spencer, Sir E. (W. Bromwich 
Stanley, Hn. Arthur (Ormskirk 
Stanley, Edward Jas. (Somerset 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stewart,Sir Mark J.M ‘Taggart 
Stene, Sir Benjamin 
Stroyan, John 

Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot. Rt. Hn.J.G.(Oxf'd Univ 
Thomas, David Alfr’d(Merthyr 
T hornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent, Col. Sir CEH (Sheftield 
Walrond, Rt Hn. SirWilliamH. 
Walton,.JohnLawsen(Leeds.S 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Welby,Lt.-ColA.C. E( Taunton 
Welby,SirCharlesG. E ( Notts.) 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Whiteley,George( York, W.R.) 
Whiteley,H.(Asht’n-und. Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel K. (Dorset) 
Willoughby de eg Lord 
Willox, Sir John Are hibald 
Wilson, A. Stanley(York,E.R. 
Wilson, John pr aoa 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (Yorks. 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B Stuart- 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
Younger, William 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hood, and Mr. Anstruther: 
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Horniman, Frederick John 


(4.35.) Mr. MIDDLEMORE (Birming- 
ham, N.) moved as an Amendment 
to Mr. H. Hobhouse’s Amendment, at 
end, to add “in their opinion.” This 
Amendment, he hoped, the Prime 
Minister would be able to adopt. Its 
object was to establish equality between 
the two classes of schools which existed 
—to make the local education authority 
the judge, without an appeal to the 
Central Board, on questions which 
might arise between itself and the 
managers of the schools 
were now to be— given financial 
support. He believed that the Clause, 
as it now stood, was very liable, and 
was sure to place the local authority 
and the voluntary schools in 
antagonism to each other, and would 


which | 


violent | 


constitute the Board of Education as | 


the umpire in the conflicts that might 
arise. These conflicts, he was assured, 
would arise, and they would be 
mischievous to education, and that, in 
the long run, they would be deadly 
to the Church schools. 
this antagonism ? 


i 


Runciman, Walter 


dispute that might arise between the 
local education authority and the 
managers of the voluntary schools 
would be referred to the Board of 
Education for settlement. Now, what 
did that mean? It meant that when- 
ever the voluntary school managers 


were backed up by the Board of 
Education, the managers would be 
supreme. The local authority was to 
control the expenditure, but, as he 
understood it, they would have no 
power to withhold expenditure—to 


refuse to finance the voluntary schools. 
If that were the case the managers of 
the voluntary schools would have the 
power of flouting the local authority. 
Clause 5, which originally gave an 
option to the local authority, had been 
withdrawn, and every local authority 
was, once and for all, forced to maintain 


the voluntary schools just as they were 


Why should | 


Every 


forced to maintain the board schools. 
Their control over the board schools 
was absolute, but their control over 
the voluntary schools was contingent 
on being supported by the Board of 
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Education. Did anyone think that that | 
would be satisfactory to the people? 
Did any one think that the local 
authority would submit to that? He 
did not think so, or that they ought | 
to. Why shoulda great local authority, 
representing half a million of people, 
commit their local liberties into the 
hands of the Board of Education? The 
Board of Education had never been 
the special friends of these great local 
authorities. The Board of Education | 
had never been specially free itself. 
It had often been subject to outside | 
influences. This Clause and the two 
following Clauses appeared to him to be | 
contrivances to belittle and even to dero- 
gate the local authorities. He did not | 
want to use offensive words, or to use words 
in an offensive spirit, but he wanted to | 
say that the aim of those Clauses seemed 
to reach up to a shameful and odious | 
climax of Clause 9 under which ten 
ratepayers, who could be picked up at | 
a shilling a piece at any gin palace, would | 
have the right to stay the action of the 
local authority. That was putting | 
centralisation in its most insulting form. | 
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hearts into a half belief, if it was an 
open question, he did not consider that 
all the Clauses of this Bill, or any 


other Bill, would save it from ex. 
tinction in the schools. It would be- 
come a parody and a caricature. 


He hoped he might receive from the 
First Lord some indication of sympathy 
with this Amendment, which would 


'remove some of the public risks and 


difficulties from his own way. 


Amendment proposed, after the last 
Amendment— 


‘To insert the words ‘in their opinion.’ ”— 
(Mr. Middlemore.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words 
be there inserted.” 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: 


I am sorry 


| my hon. friend has thought it necessary 


to import into this debate the con- 
troversial matter with which he has 


‘dealt in his speech, but he has appealed 


for some words of sympatay. If, by 
sympathy, my hon. friend desires me to 


Now, they were told that the Dissenters | express the wish of the Government 


must pay the rates; that that was their | 
business ; but as well might the Bengal | 


tiger be argued with. 


that the dignity of the local authorities 
to whom is to be entrusted the whole 


If the local | secular education of the country should 


authority was made contemptible in their | be maintained and augmented, he has 
own area, and among their own people— | my _heartiest sympathy. My firm belief 
if any ten ratepayers who might be | is that in supposing that this Bill will do 
minors were to be made equal to the local | anything to diminish the consideration 
authority—if managers of the voluntary | in which those authorities are now justly 
schools were to be appointed who might | held my hon. friend is profoundly mis- 





not be ratepayers at all——he thought the | 


local authority would not be too muzh 
blamed if they struck and declared their 
own freedom. He frankly thought that 
it would be very much better if those 
responsible for the Church schools would 
trust the local authorities. Why were 
they afraid of the people? Did they 
think that the people were against them ! 
If that fear were well-grounded, then the 
Church had ceased to be national in the 
full and complete sense of the word. He 
did not believe that that was so, or that 
these fears were well-grounded. What 
did they think of their own form of 
Christianity being taught in the schools ! 
As long as they believed in their own 
religion, it would be taught in their 
schools as efficiently as their belief was 
deep. But if they ceased to believe in 
their religion, if it degenerated in their 


Mr, Middlemore. 


taken. My belief is that this Bill will 
increase the dignity of the local 
authorities and induce many of the most 
| public-minded of our citizens to devote 
| themselves to municipal work which at 
| present, for some reason or other, they 
‘do not do. Over and over again | have 
expressed my anxiety that so far as 
| education is concerned the authority of 
| these great bodies should be very great 
|indeed. As regards the Board, no one 
| has ever suggested that, so long as 
|the State makes the great contribu- 
tion it does towards education, the 
State, or some Department of the State, 


should be excluded from some 
share in the work of seeing that 
the money is properly expended. 


Apart from that controversy, I have 
always desired that the local authorities 
should havethe greatest control. If my 








na 
th 


au 


an 
hat 
ny 
exX- 
be- 
ire. 
the 
hy 
ald 
nd 


ast 





389 Education 


the financial aspects of the Bill are con- 
cerned he will find that much has been 
done in the way he desires by the 
Amendment we accepted two nights 
ago. But my hon. friend explicitiy 
stated that it would be in the power of 
the voluntary managers to flout the 
local authority, under Clause 8, as 
regards the details of management of 
secular education. I do not think the 
fears of my hon. friend are well 
founded, but, lest there should be the 
smallest mistake about it, if he will look 
at the White Paper at page 36, he will 
see an Amendment which stands in my 
name, in which the Government proposes 
that— 


‘““Where the managers of a school fail to 
carry out any direction of the local educati«n 
authority under this section as to the secular 
instruction to be given in the school, that 
authority shall, in addition to their other 
powers, have the power themselves to carry out 
the direction in question, as if they were the 
managers,” 

It would be, of course, quite improper 
to discuss that Amendment now, but, 
at all events, my hon. friend, after 
reading that, will, I know, acquit the 
Government of any desire to constitute 
the voluntary managers, so far as 
secular education is concerned, an in- 
dependent body, who could hold their 
own in face of a hostile education 
authority. It must be perfectly clear 
to my hon. friend that, if this Clause 
passes In the shape in which the Govern- 
ment desires it to pass, there can be no 
question as to who it is who has su- 
preme and absolute control in secular 
education over any and every elementary 
school in the country. I hope, there- 
fore, that my hon. friend is content and 
happy in the matter of secular educa- 
tion, but he seems to think the control 
should gofurther, and that the voluntary 
schools should be placed under the con- 
trol of the local authority—not only so 
far as secular education is concerned, 
hut also religious instruction. He de- 
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hon. friend inquires, I think so far as | 


sires that the religious instruction also | 


should be placed under the control of 
the education authority. That is not 
consistent with the policy of the Bill, 
and it is not a policy which the Govern- 
ment could possibly approve of. The 
Government frankly and ayowedly say 
that the denominational character of 


Bill. 390 


the voluntary schools must be protected. 
We could not accept any Amendment 
which would destroy that protection. 
My hon. friend seems to think that the 
appeal to the Education Department is 
without precedent, and that it is an 
insult to the local authorities. I deny 
that it is an insult to the local bodies. 
(f it is an insult, then almost all the 
great Bills giving powers to local 
authorities convey the same kind of 
insult, and I really do not see that there 
is anything to complain of when the 
Government decides that there should 
be this appeal. The Education Depart- 
ment is bound to carry out the pro- 
visions of the statute, and I really 
cannot, for the life of me, understand 
why my hon. friend is so anxious that, 
in all these matters, the education 
authority should be the judges in their 
own cause. If my hon. friend lays 
down the abstract proposition that the 
people, meaning the ratepayers, are to 
have absolutely uncontrolled authority 
over not only the secular but the re- 
ligious education in their district, then 
I am afraid my hon. friend has no 
alternative but to move an Amendment 
which would remove the restrictions of 
the Cowper-Temple Clause. 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT said that 
if the education authority was not to be 
the judge in its own cause, what be- 
came of its independence? In other 
clauses of the Bill they were not even 
allowed to appoint their own Committee, 
and, indeed, through the whole Bill they 
were made subordinate and subject in all 
respects to the judgment of the Educa- 
tion Department. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Nothing of 
the kind. 


Sm WILLIAM HARCOURT: It was 
no use denying that sub-Section 2 of 
this very Clause gave the Department 
power to determine any question arising 
under the Section between the authority 
and the managers. The whole matter was 


| to be referred to the Education Depart- 








ment. Why should they trust the 
Education Department? They were 
the authors of this Bill, and it was to 
them, and the spirit in which the Bill 
was drawn with reference to denomi- 








391 Education 


national schools, that the local authority 
were to address themselves. The De- 
partment was to determine whether 
the majority of the managers was right, 
or whether the representatives of the 
education authority were right. The 
right hon. Gentleman had referred to 
an Amendment he had placed upon the 
White Paper. That could not, of course, 
be discussed now, but he (Sir William) 
would just ask whetherthat wasdependent 
on Clause 8, sub-Section 2, which declared 
that differences of opinion on school 
matters should be referred to the Board 
of Education. 


(5.0.) Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he 
did not want to anticipate the import- 
ance of the debate which the right hon. 
Gentleman would initiate on sub- 
Section 2 of the Clause. But the object 
of that sub-Section was that the Edu- 
cation Department in London should 
decide any dispute as to demarcation 
between the powers which were reserved 
in respect of denominational education 
by the managers and the powers which 
were given by the Bill as to secular 
education under the education authority. 
The Education Department would have 
no power to reconsider the decision of the 
education authorities in the matter of 
secular education. It had the power to 
say that it was not secular education at 
all, but it had not power to overrule 
the education authority as regarded 
decisions on matters within the com- 
petence of that authority. All that the 
Bill laid down was the common-sense 
proposition that if there was a divided 
jurisdiction there must be some one 
other than the two powers who should 
decide the point in dispute. 


Sm WILLIAM HARCOURT: 


there is a divided jurisdiction ? 


Then 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Of course 
there is. Have we ever denied that, as 
regards religious education, the local 
authority are not supreme? We have 
never concealed it. Tothat extent there 
is a divided jurisdiction, because there 
are two kinds of education—religious 
and secular. 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: But sub- 
Section 2 governs the whole. That has 


Sir Willian Harcourt, 
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no relation whatever to religious educa- 
tion alone. It refers every question to 
the Education Department. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Let us wait 


until we get to sub-Section 2. 


Sm WILLIAM HARCOURT said he 
had no hesitation in saying that he had 
no confidence whatever inthe Education 
Department to determine these questions. 
It governed the question of secular edu- 
cation. Any dispute which arose upon 
the divided jurisdiction was determined 
by the Education Department as to 
what was secular education, and if this 
was so, what became of the authority of 
the county or borough council? Let 
the Committee picture to itself what 
would happen among these managers. 
There was the standing majority, and 
then the education authority, which 
gave certain directions through its re- 
presentatives. The majority differed 
from the representatives, and then the 
dispute as to whether the majority or 
the representatives of the education 
authority were right or not was to be 
determined by the Education Depart- 
ment. The Department was therefore 
supreme, and the Committee had to 
consider whether or not, from what they 
had seen and learnt of the Education 
Department, it was likely to be favour- 
able to one side or the other. Let the 
Committee look back on their past 
experience. Had the Education De- 
partment been in favour of School 
Boards or of the denominational schools ? 
Hon. Members knew perfectly well what 
had been the animus hitherto, and there 
was nothing in the Bill which should 
lead the Committee to have any confi- 
dence in the Education Department as 
the over-ruling authority over the county 
or borough councils. He agreed with 
the hon. Member for North Birmingham 
that it was a humiliating position to 
placethe authorities of Manchester, Leeds, 
or even Birmingham, under the control 
of the Education Department in all 
matters which cencerned Clause 8. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: They are 
under the control of the Local Govern- 
ment Board for many purposes. 





ait 
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Sin WILLIAM HARCOURT : But is 
that what we mean by decentralisation ? 
There was never such a centralising Bill 
as this. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: That is not 
the case. 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT said that 
the same thing was seen in Clause 12. 
The authorities could not appoint their 
own committees or make their own 
schemes ; they were subject to the con- 
sent of the Education Department. It 
was a humiliation to treat these great 
municipal bodies in such a way. In his 
opinion, there was no reason whatever, 
from anything they had seen in the 
administration of the Education Depart- 
ment, which should lead the Committee 
to give them this authority ; and it was 
necessary to declare that the municipal 
authorities and their opinions should be 
those which should govern the education 
of the country when the Government 
constituted them as the education 
authority. 


Mr. STUART WORTLEY (Sheffield, 
Hallam) said the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for West Monmouth had 
constantly expressed distrust of the 
Board of Education. He asked the right 
hon. Gentleman upon whom this attack 
was made. Was it an attack upon a 
branch of the Civil Service of this 
country ? If it was not that, was it an 
attack upon the Parliamentary chiefs of 
that Department ? If it was not that, it 
Was an attack upon the Cabinet as a 
whole. If it was an attack on the Cabinet 
as a whole, was it not an attack on the 
House itself ? What was the policy of the 
Board of Education, except that which the 
House had made it ? Complaints had been 
made, and the House had given its judg- 
ment against those complaints. There 
was no escape from that dilemma. The 
Education Department was what the 
House made it, and it was the fault of 
right hon. and hon. Gentlemen opposite if 
they had not more effectively pressed 
objections in the past. The right hon. 
Gentleman had found a stumbling block 
to trusting the people, who had made the 
House what it was. He was glad that the 
Government could not assent to this 
Amendment. If it were passed, it would 
practically wipe out all the conditions upon 
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which the local authority was to exercise 
its jurisdiction. It would make it im- 
possible for town councils to exercise their 
power. 


Sir HENRY FOWLER (Wolverhamp- 
ton, E.) said that he did not understand the 
hon. Member for North Birmingham to 
raise the question of religious or denomina- 
tional education at all, or any interference 
with the powers, whether right or wrong, 
proposed to be given to the Board of 
Managers in that respect. The Committee 
were dealing with a sub-section which 
defined the conditions on which grants 
were to be made for the maintenance of 
schools. The Prime Minister said that 
the Clause defined the demarcation 
between the powers of the education 
authority and the managers. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No, not at all; 
what we are trying to do is to get rid of 
the fallacy which haunts the right hon. 
Member tor West Monmouthshire as to 
the relation of the Education Department 
to the general scheme of the Bill. It is 
not one of the control of secular education 
at all, but it intervenes to demarcate 
among other things the boundary between 
religious and secular education. It does 
not interfere in the matter of secular 
education. 


Sir HENRY FOWLER said that this 
was not the question raised by the hon. 
Member for North Birmingham. The 
right hon. Gentleman’s objection to the 
Amendment was that it would put the 
control of the denominational schools in 
the hands of the education authorities. 
That was the basis of the right hon, 
Gentleman’s speech, and that was the 
issue upon which the Committee were 
going to divide. The issue involved the 
exercise of powers given by the Bill. 
There were two questions in which the 
local authority, according to the opinion 
of thehon. Member for North Birmingham, 
should be the final authority to decide, 
but with respeet to which, according to 
the opinion of the Government, there 
should be delay and the trouble of appeal 
to an office in London. Sub-section (/) of 
the Clause said :— 

“The local education authority shall have 
power to inspect the school, and the accounts 
of the managers shall be subject to audit by 
that authority.” 

Was the local authority competent or 
incompetent to say “Yes” or “No” 
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where that decision had been arrived at ? 
Then there was sub-Section (¢), a vital 
part of the Clause, relating to the keeping 
of the school in good repair. Did the 
Government mean that this question 
should be in every case a subject of 
appeal? How was the office in London 
to decide? Were they to send down and 
inspect the schools? If the local author- 
ities could not be trusted to decide 
whether the schools were not in a fit state 
of repair, a slur was cast upon them 
by allowing appeals from their decision 
on a simple matter of fact involving no 
question of principle. The principle that 
the local authority should have control of 
secular education—for which the Prime 
Minister had contended all along—was 
violated by this appeal to the Board of 
Education. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR : 


till we get to sub-Section 2 


Sir HENRY FOWLER said it would 
he a pity if this point were cumbered 
with religious controversy which did not 
arise on this Amendment, and which the 
hon. Member for North Birmingham did 
not intend to raise. The question he 
desired to raise was simply whether the 
decision of the local authority was to be 
final on matters of secular education. 
It was inviting the local education 
authority to say “ We decline to carry on 
a system in which we shall not be trusted 
in these small and trivial matters.” This 
was not similar to the control exercised 
hy the Local Government Board. He 
knew something about the control exer- 
cised in this country over such bodies as 
these. It might be perfectly true so 
far as Ireland was concerned that the Local 
Government Board interfered with the 
administration, but this was unknown in 
Great Britain in regard to municipalities. 
All that the Local Government Board 
interfered with was the borrowing of 
money. Mr. Gladstone once said that 
the Local Government Board were the 
trustees for posterity. This Board, how- 
ever, ought not to interfere in adminis- 
trative matters. If Wolverhampton said 
they would repair their streets ina certain 
way, no other authority had any right to 
say “ You shall make such improvements, 
and such you shall not.” There was no 
question of that description arising at all 
on this Bill. It was simply a straight- 
forward question of administration, and he 
should support the Amendment. 


Sir Henry Fowler. 


Let us wait 
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(5.15.) Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he 
was obliged to the right hon. Gentleman 
for bringing back the Committee from a 
rather wide discussion which perhaps he 
himself, out of courtesy to the hon. 
Member for North Birmingham, had per- 
haps done something—-quite unintention. 
ally—to encourage. He was sorry he had 
done so. He thought the right hon. 
Gentleman was absolutely right when he 
said that the matter before them was simply 
a question of administration. He should 
be perfectly prepared to fight it out on 
the single issue as to whether, in respect. 
of sub-Section(d) the local authority should 
be the judge in its own case. They could 
deal with the other questions later on, 
but let them now say whether this was 
right or not right in respect of sub-Section 
(/) which the right hon. Gentleman specially 
referred to. TheCommittee knew what his 
views were, and he was not going to trespass 
on their attention any further. In the 
opinion of the Government. it would not 
be right to allow the local authority, with- 
out appeal, to impose any amount of 
expenditure on the voluntary schools. 


Sir JOSEPH LEESE (Lancashire, 
Accrington) said that the crux of 
this Bill now was sub-Nection 2 of 
Clause 8, and it was no use providing 
that there should be full powers if 
under sub-Section 2 the local education 
authority had no power to enforce its own 
recommendations. He hoped the right 
hon. Gentleman would consider that 
point. 


Mr. M‘KENNA said that upon this 
Amendment they had to judge whether 
the Prime Minister stood by what he 
said last week at Manchester. He said 
that the voluntary managers were to be 
put in a similar position to those under 
the Act of 1870, but he drew the dis- 
tinction that the religious powers of the 
managers should be distinguished from 
the Act of 1870, and also the appointment 
of teachers. Outside those two questions 
the managers appointed under the Act 
of 1870 would have no appeal to the 
Board of Education. The right hon. 
Gentleman said they would have an 
appeal upon all matters relating to 
secular instruction The First Lord of 
the Treasury had again and again 
declared that the control of the local 
education authority was to be absolute 
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on all matters relating to secular instruc- 
tion. He now said that there was to be 
a divided jurisdiction. If this Amend- 
ment were passed it would not prevent 
the managers appealing to the Board of 
Education as to whether the subject was 
one of secularinstruction or not. If the 
Board of Education decided that it 
related to religious education, it would 
be removed from the power of the local 
education authority. The right hon. 
Gentleman was now refusing the local 
education authority absolute control 
over secular instruction. He had given 
the managers the power of appeal on 
matters relating to secular instruction 
from the local authority to the Board of 
Education. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Following the 
example of the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for East Wolverhampton, 
I would beg hon. Members to confine 
themselves to the issue whether it is 
or is not right that there should be an 
appeal over these various subjects, and 
especially with regard to sub-Section (/). 


Mr. M‘KENNA said these sub-heads 
related one and all to secular instruction, 
and if there were any questions outside 
them the managers could have an appeal 
as to whether the controversial subject 
was a matter of secular or religious 
instruction. By objecting to this 
Amendment the First Lord of the 
Treasury was departing from the atti- 
tude he took up at Manchester, and was 
giving a right of appeal on matters of 
secular instruction. The right hon. 
Gentleman said it was only reasonable 
that the State should have control over 
the local education authority in dealing 
with the managers, because the State 
found themoney. The Board of Eduea- 
tion would always have control over the 
local education authority, inasmuch as 
that authority could only get the grant 
through the Board of Education. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: That is pre- 
cisely what I said. 


Srr EDWARD GREY (Northumber- 
land, Berwick) thought the suggestion 
of the First Lord of the Treasury that 
they should devote themselves to sub 


Section (/), had rather landed them into 
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a contradiction. He would say a word or 
two upon a different question of policy, 
which was how far it was desirable that the 
central authority should have any control 
over the local authority. The control of 
the central over the local authority should 
exist only for the purpose of keeping the 
local authority up to the full mark of its 
duties. But the control here proposed 
was in the direction, not of encourage- 
ment, but of restraint. Therefore, on the 
general ground of policy, it was just 
bringing in the central authority in the 
wrong direction. He understood the 
First Lord of the Treasury answer's was 
that the Board of Education would only 
be brought in to decide where the matter 
in dispute related to religious or secular 
education, and if the latter, the control of 
the Board of Education would drop. He 
understood the First Lord of the Trea- 
sury to contend that as far as secular 
education was concerned no local educa- 
tion authority, however enthusiastic or 
desirous to proceed, could be in any way 
curtailed or restrained by the Board of 
Education under this Section with regard 
to secular education. The right hon. 
Gentleman asked the Committee to con- 
centrate attention on sub-Section (/). An 
appeal was given, in the case of sub- 
Section (/), lest the local authority should 
make too extravagant demands. But 
supposing the local education authority 
said that the school buildings and the 
class rooms were wanted for secular 
instruction, then, on the contention of 
the First Lord of the Treasury, the 
Board of Education would have to stand 
aside. He would have the Amendment of 
the hon. Member for North Birmingham 
accepted as a general proposition, and 
then, if it was really thought that there 
was a danger that the local education 
authority might require expenditure for 
religious purposes on the buildings, they 
could introduce the necessary limiting 
words. His contention was that asa gene- 
ral matter of policy the local education 
authority would not accept control upon 
these conditions. These limiting words 
were required and should be introduced, 
and he hoped the Committee would 
accept the Amendment proposed by the 
hon. Member for North Birmingham. 


Dr. MACNAMARA instanced a case 
in which the local education authority 
called upon the managers of a voluntary 
school to put its buildings into a proper 
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state of repair. He understood that in 
such a case they would have a right of 
appeal to the Board of Education if they 
thought the demands were unreasonable, 
as the First Lord of the Treasury sug- 
gested that the local authorities might 
be extravagant in their demands. He 
wished to point out that if extravagant 
demands were made the local authority 
would have to find out of their own 
local funds an alternative building, and 
that was a check upon extravagance 
which would be of the most; potent 
character. What was the outlook? 
The head of the Board of Education was 
the Marquess of Londonderry. He was 
now dealing with a point on whicha great 
many appeals would be raised—he referred 
tothe character of the fabric of the schools. 


Suppose the schools managers said 
“These demands are too severe ; we will 
appeal to Whitehall.” What was the 


position of the head at Whitehall on this 
matter? Within the last few days he 
had delivered himself on this point, and 
had told the chief inspectors of schools 
that there was really no need to carry 
out these building and sanitary laws 
with anything like precision or rigidity. 
What were they to contemplate in regard 
to these matters with a reactionary head 
at Whitehall! He could only toresee 
that the same bad old system would 
continue of allowing insanitary and un- 
suitable buildings to be used as elemen- 
tary schools. He thought the Govern- 
ment would do well to leave the local 
authority to themselves on this matter. 
He did not think they needed to fear 
any extravagance, because that would 
mean that the local authorities would 
have to build new schools themselves, 
and he did not think those local autho- 
rities would be found tumbling over 
each other in their desire to erect new 
school premises. Therefore, having 
regard to what they might expect from 
Whitehall, he urgently asked the Com- 
mittee to accept the words proposed by 
the hon. Member for North Birmingham. 


*Srr CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean)contendedthat there 
was no such interference with corpora- 
tions or county councils by the Local 
Government Board as would arise under 
this Clause from the Board of Education 
if it were carried in its present form. 


Dr. Macnamara. 
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Although there were ample precedents 
for this measure of interference as re- 
garded the treatment which boards of 
guardians had received, there was, 
however, no precedent as regarded 
municipalities. The right hon.Gentleman 
should consider how far powers of inter- 
ference had been exercised, and what was 
the probability of their being exercised. 
Every local education authority having 
these powers given to it would have to 
raise the question of the suitability of 
the school accommodation ina very large 
number of voluntary schools, and every 
hon. Member of the Committee knew 
that in every one of those cases there 
would be an appeal to Whitehall. Surely 
every member of this Committee must 
in his heart be perfectly aware that 
difficulties would arise, and by this 
Clause. Unless these words were put in, 
they would be handing over the govern- 
ment of the school business in the most 
essential features from the local educa- 
tion authority to the Board of Education. 
Therefore, the promise to give the local 
authority full control disappeared if they 
carried this Clause without the insertion 
of these words, for in every important 
matter that concerned the local autho- 
rity the control would be transferred to 
the Education Department at Whitehall. 
That Department already had the de- 
ficiencies of these very schools betore it, 
and it would be called upon to declare 
that the local authority must take a 
different view next year to the view 
which the Department took last year. 
The whole action of the local authorities 
would in this way be retarded and checked 
until the best men would refuse to serve, 
just as many men refused today to serve 
on boards of guardians on account of 
the control over them exercised by the 
central Government department. He 
hoped the Committee would insert these 
words. 


(5.40.) Mr. LAWSON WALTON 
said the Prime Minister had invited 
them to confine their attention to sub- 
Section (¢/). An issue arose clearly in 
regard to that sub-Nection, and the 
question was whether the buildings were 
in a good state of repair. The buildings 
might not be in a good state of repair in 
the opinion of the local education autho- 
rity, but they might be in a good state 
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of repair in the opinion of the managers. 
That question should be determined 
by some authority. The question 
as to whether they should leave the 
local education authority to determine 
that issue, or whether the manager 
should have the right to refer the 
matter to the Board of Education, was 
an important one. ‘The issue was very 
much complicated when they took into 
consideration, not sub-Section (/), but 
sub-Section (v), because there were a 
number of questions which might arise 
under that sub-Section, and they must 
make up their minds whether all these 
questions, or any of them, were to be 
subject to the opinion of the Education 
Department. A dispute might arise, 
and the contention of the managers 
might be that they had complied with 
sub-Section (). There might also be a 
question whether the managers had 
carried out the directions given by the 
education authority. In the next place 
there might be a question whether those 
directions came within the sphere of the 
power of the education authority. Under 
sub-Section (#) there might also be a 
question of whether the directions of 
the local education authority were 
reasonable or unreasonable, arbitrary or 
capricious. Was that question to be the 
subject of an appeal or not? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR was understood 
to say that there was not to be an appeal. 


Mr. LAWSON WALTON: Then, 
assuming a direction which is in the 
sphere of the education authority, it 
creates an imperative obligation on the 
managers to carry it out? 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes. 

Mr. LAWSON WALTON said he 
hoped, then, that the Prime Minister 
would reconsider the phraseology of sub- 
Section 2, and limit the reference by the 
words, “If a question arises under this 
section, whether the conditions have been 
complied with or not.” That would 
exclude the difficulty ; but if these words 
remained in the present wide phraseology, 
“If any question arises under this 
Section,” it would leave the managers 


of a school open to complain to the | 


Education Department that they were 
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being kept under the heel of the local 
education authority, and that they were 
being subject to the most oppressive and 
unreasonable directions, and to ask for 
some relief from that control, when it 
was not the intention of the First Lord 
of the Treasury that that should be a 
question which should be subject to 
appeal. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS (Glamorgan- 
shire, Mid) saidthis right of appeal was 
created for the first time, and was created, 
not for the purpose of protectingthe power 
ef managers over religious instruction, 
but of fettering the powers of the educa 
tion authority over secular instruction. 
It was clear that in everything relating 
to secular instruction there would be a 
right of appeal to the Board of Education, 
and that the arguments the Prime 
Minister had used in the country were 
not really founded on the provisions in 
the Bill. It had been said that the 
School Boards were incompetent for the 
work they had to do. They gave no 
right of appeal against the incompetent 
bodies at present, but they gave the right 
ot appeal when setting up what were to 
be the best and most competent bodies 
to deal with these matters. The impor- 
tant thing was to consider what were 
the subject matters which might give 
the right of appeal under the Section. 
He was going to confine himself to the 
points in relation to secular instruction. 
It was perfectly clear in his opinion that 
in everything relating to secular instruc- 
tion there was an appeal to the Board of 
Education in London. If so, and it must 
be so under sub-Section (7), then it was 
perfectly clear that the contention of the 
Prime Minister in the country was 
wholly unfounded, and that the argument 
he laid before the electorate in order to 
get them to favour the Bill was an argu- 
ment not founded on the provisions of 
the Bill itself. Sub-Section (a) was in 
these terms— 


‘The managers of the school shall carry out 
any directions of the local education authority 
as to the secular instruction to be given in the 
school.” 

That confined the matter to secular sub- 
jects, and he thought it must be admitted 
that, whatever the intentions of the 
Government might be, every question 
that arose as to the directions which 
might be given by the local education 
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authority as to the secular instruction to 
be given in the school was a question 
subject to appeal. He wanted to discuss 
what these subjects might be. Sub-Section 
(b) set forth— 

“The local education authority shall have 

power to inspect the school, and the accounts 
of the managers shall be subject to audit by 
that authority.” 
That must be the subject of appeal. He 
did not say that there would be a success- 
ful appeal on the matter. There might 
be great irritation between the local 
authority on the one hand and_ the 
managers on the other, which would have 
a very detrimental effect on the education 
of the children. Sub-Section (¢) said 

* The consent of the local educationauthority 
shall be required to the appointment of teachers, 
but that consent shall not be withheld except 
on educational grounds.” 

That was a case which required great 
consideration. | Supposing the — local 
education authority refused their con- 
sent, there was the right of appeal 
in every case of that description, 
and the managars could come to the 
education authority in London. The 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
the Hallam Division had fposed as a 
high constitutional authority. He said 
‘Whom are you attacking?” ‘When 
you attack the right of appeal,” he said, 
“you are attacking the head of the 
Education Department.” High treason ! 
That was a matter which he desired to 
hear greatly discussed on the Education 
Estimates. Personally, if in the House 
then, he would have something to say 
on the utter incompetency of the 
Marquess of Londonderry to be head of 
the Department. Would the right hon. 
Gentleman deny that the education 
authorities in the counties—the com- 
bined wisdom of the great County 
Councils and the great municipal bodies 
—were rather better than the singular, 
solitary, and rather doubtful wisdom of 
the Marquess of Londonderry? Would 
the right hon. Gentleman go down to 
Sheffield and say that Lord Londonderry 
was better able to decide on the matters 
set forth in the three sub-Sections he had 
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read than the City Council? A few 
managers of a small school in a small 
village were to have the right to say 
‘“ You are not fit to decide ; let us put it 
before this great person at the head of 
the Education Department.” That was 
a doctrine which the right hon. Gentle- 
man might preach in this House, but it 
was not a doctrine which he would dare to 
promulgate before his constituents. 
Then the right hon. Gentleman came 
down from the noble Lord to the 
Secretary who in this House represented 
the Education Department and said, 
“You are attacking that gentleman.” 
Were they to be told that the gentleman 
who was put, for some extraordinary 
reason or other, into thut office was not 
to be attacked? He might be a con- 
venient person to the Government: he 
might be less awkward for the Govern- 
ment than the last ocei:pant of the 
office; he might be able to indulge in 
perfectly courteous language, and in 
sonorous sentences which might mean any- 
thing or nothing. For some of these 
reasons, or perhaps all, it might be neces- 
sary to put at the head of the Depart- 
ment a nobleman, whose presence made it 
essential that his subordinate should 
retire. Were they to say that the hon. 
Member for the University of Oxford 
was more competent to decide questions 
of this kind than the new education 
authority? The right hon. Gentleman 
said finally that in attacking this right of 
appeal, they were attacking the Govern- 
ment. He thought it was the function 
of everybody in the House, on both sides, 
to attack the Government. They asked 
not merely as a matter of right, but of 
justice, that the Prime Minister in regard 
to the matters referred to in these sub- 
Clauses, should at any rate not allow the 
control of the great county councils to 
be fettered by the Education Department 
in London. 


(5.57.) Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 137; 
Noes, 263. (Division List, No. 401.) 


AYES. 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) | Atherley-Jones. L. 

Barlow, John Emmott 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. Bb. 


Allan, Sir William (Gateshead) 
Allen,CharlesP.(Glouc. Stroud 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 

Asquith, Rt. Hn. Herbert Henry 


Mr, Samuel Evans. 


Bell, Richard 


Black, Alexander William 
| Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
| Brand, Hon. Arthur G. 
| Brigg, Joha 
| Broadhurst, Henry 
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Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 

surt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Craig, Robert Hunter 

Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M. Vaughan- (Cardigan 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 


Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dunean, J. Hastings 


Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 

Ellis, John Edward 

Emmott, Alfred 

Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fowler, 1. Hon. Sit Henry 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Gladstone, Rt. Hn Herbert John 
Grant, Corrie 

Grey, Rt. Hon. SirE.( Berwick) 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Harcourt, Rt. Hn. Sir William 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harwood, George 

Heyne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- 
Hayter, Rt. Hon. SirArthur D. 
Helme, — Watson 
emery . H.( Bristol,E. ) 
Holland, Sir w ‘illiam Henry 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Jacoby, James Alfred 


Age-Gardner, James Tynte 

Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 

Aird, Sir John 

Anson, Sir William Reynell 

Arkwright, John Stanhope 

Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 

Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Et. Hon. John 

Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRey 
bailey, James (Walworth) 

Bain, Colonel James Robert 

Baird, John George Alexander 
salfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Maneh’r | 

Balfour, "RtHnGerak IW.(Leeds | 

Banbury, Frederick George 

Barry a Francis T. (W indsor) | 

Bartley, George C. T. 

Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 

bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, a 

Bigwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 

Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 

Boulnois, Edmund 

Bowles, Capt. H. F.(Middlesex 

Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 

Brooktield, Colonel Montagu | 

Brotherton, Edward Allen 
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Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, David Brynmor (Swansea 
Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. ) 
Kemp, George 
Kinloch, SirJ ohnGeorgeSmyth 
Kitson, Sir James 


‘ Langley, Batty 


Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese.SirJoseph F.( Accrington 
Leng, Sir John 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George David 

Logan, John William 

Lough, Thomas 

Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MW’ Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M’Kenna, Reginald 

M‘Laren, Sir Charles Benjamin 
Manstield, Horace Rendall 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mather, Sir William 

Morgan, J. Llovd (Carmarthen) 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Morley. Rt. Hn..John( Montrose 
Moss, Samuel 

Moulton, John Fletcher 
Newnes, Sir George 

Norman, Henry 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Palmer,SirCharlesM.(Durham 
Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 

Pease, J. A. (Satfron Walden) 
Pickard, Benjamin 

Pirie, Dunean V. 

Price, Robert John 

Priestley, Arthur 

Reckitt, Harold James 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, John Bryn (Kition) 


NOES. 
Brown, Alexander H. (Shropsh. 


a ther, John re 

Campbell, RtHn..J. A. (Glasgow 
Carew, James Laurence 
Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Carvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes. ) 
Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbyshire) 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon. J.( Birm, 
Chamberlain, Rt Hn..J.A.(Wore 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Chapman, Edward 


| Charrington, Spencer 


Clare, Octavius Leigh 

Clive, Captain Perey A. 
Cochrane, Hn. Thomas H. A.E. 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Colom), Sir John Chas. Ready 


| Fardell, Sir T. ¢ 


Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole | 


Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) | 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 


Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) | 


Crossley, Sir Savile 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
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Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Ree, Sir Thomas 
tollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
{unciman, Walter 
Schwann, Charles E. 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Statford) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Soares, Ernest J. 
Spencer, Rt HnC. R. Northants 
Stevenson, Francis 8. 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Thomas, A bel (Carmarthen, E.) 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E. ) 
Thomas, David Alfred\ Merthyr 
Thomas, J A(Glamorgan, Gower 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R.) 
‘Tomkinson, James 
Wallace, Robert 
Walton, John Lawson ( Leeds,S. 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene 
Weir, James Galloway 
White, ¢ Sodege (entet 
White, Luke (York, E. 
Whiteley, George (York, WW. R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth 
Wilson, Fred. W.( Norfolk. Mid. 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
W oodhouse Sir J. T( Hudd'rsti’d 


Yoxall, James Henry 
TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Middlemore and Mr. 


Trevelyan. 


Cust, Henry John C. 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies, Sir HoratiojD.(Chath’in 
Denny, Colonel 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Diekson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Digby, John K. D. Wingtield- 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dixon- Hartland, SirFrd Dixon 
Dorington, Rt. Hn. Sir John E. 
Doughty, George 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxtord, Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir William Hart 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W. 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
reorge 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt Hn. Sir J.(Mane’r 
Finch, George H. 
ne wy Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fison, "Frederic ‘+k William 
FitzGerald,Sir Robert Penrose- 
Fitzroy,Hon. Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
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Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster,PhilipS.( Warwick,S. W. 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Gartit, William 

Gibbs,Hon. Vieary (St. Albans 
Gordon, Maj Evans-(T’rH’ml’ts 
Gore, HnG. R.C. Ormsby-(Salop 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene,Sir. EW( BrySEdnr nds 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. ) 
Grenfell, Wilham Henry 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Groves, James Grimble 
Gunter, Sir Robert 

Hain, Edward 

Hall, Edward Marshall 
Halsey, kt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hamilton, RtHnL’rdG(Midd’x 
Hanbury, Rt. Ho. Robert Wim. 
Hardy, Laurence( Kent, Ashfo'd 
Hare. Thomas Leigh 

Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 

Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Healy, Timothy Michael 

Heath, Arthur Howard( Hanley 
Heath, James (Staffords,N.W. 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Sir Alexander 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 
Higginbottom, 8. W. 

Hoare, Sir Samuel : 
Hobhouse, Henry(Somerset, E. 
Hoge, Lindsay : 
Hope.J.F. (Shettield, Brightside 
Hornby, Sir Wim. Henry 
Horner, Frederick William 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 

Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard.Jno. (Kent, Faversham 
Howard, J. (Midd., ‘Tottenham 
Hozier, Hon. James HenryCecil 
Hudson, George Biekersteth 
Hutton, John (Yorks. N.R.) 
Jebb. Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hn. Arthur Fred. 
Johnstone, Heywood 
Kennaway,Rt. Hon. Sir JohnH. 
Kennedy, Patrick James 


(6.12) Mr. ALFRED HUTTON (York- 
shire, W. R., Morley) said that the Clause 
as it stood did not point out where the 
powers of the local education authority 
came from, or what their powers were. He 
begged to move as an Amendment—- 


Page 3, line 6, after ‘‘ subject,” insert “ to 
the provision of Section 15 of the Elementary 


Act, IS70,” We. 
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Kenyon, Hon. Geo. T. (Denbigh 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W.(Salop 
Keswick, William 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence,SirJoseph( Monm’th 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lee, ArthurH. (Hants, Fareham 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legve, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col. Charles W.(Eveshain 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter( Bristol,S. 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
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' Richards, Henry Charles 


able. 


*Tue CHAIRMAN said if 
Member would look at Clause 6, he would 
see that the Elementary Education Act 
of 1870 had already been made applic- 
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TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 


Sir Alexander Acland - 
Hood and Mr. Anstruther 


the hon. 


Mr. ALFRED HUTTON said that that 
Clause only referred to one class of schools. 
He wanted to make the Elementary Edu- 
cation Act of 1870 applicable to both 
classes of schools. 
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*Toe CHAIRMAN said that if the 


Amendment were put in in this place, it 
would only refer to provided schools, but 
as under Clause 6 the fifteenth Section of 
the Elementary Education Act of 1870 
was made applicable to provided schocls, 
it Was unnecessary to put 1t In again. 
I must rule the Amendment of the hon. 
Member out of order. The next Amend- 
ments are chiefly consequential. |The 
Amendment of the hon. Member for 
Halitax raises the question of renting 
schools. 


Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax) explained 
that he had put the Amendment down at 
an early period of the session, and upon the 
understanding that the First Lord of the 
Treasury would put one down which had 
the same object in view, he had with- 
drawn it. When, however, he found on 
the reassembling of the House that the 
right hon. Gentleman had, no doubt 
through inadvertence, omitted to place his 
Amendment on the Paper, he (Mr. 
Whitley) had reinstated it. He now 
desired to move it formally, in order to 
discover whether the understanding which 
had been arrived at between the right hon. 
Gentleman and himself was to be carried 


out. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he had to 
make a personal apology to the hon. Mem- 
ber. It was true that through inadver- 
tence he had not performed his promise. 
That promise had now, however, been 
carried out, as the hon. Member would see 
if he looked at the top of page 25 in the 
White Paper, where he would find an 
Amendment in the name of the Secretary 
to the Education Department, which he 
thought carried out the object the hon. 
Member had in view. 


Mr. WHITLEY said that under those 
circumstances he would not move his 
Amendment, though at the same time he 
reserved his right to consider the proposed 
Amendment of the Secretary to the Eduea- 
tion Department when the proper time 
came, 


Mr. ALFRED HUTTON said the 
Amendment he now begged to move 
was one which proposed, he thought, 
to carry out the expressed intention 
of the First Lord of the Treasury 
to strengthen the power of the local 
authority. 


VOL. CXIII. [FourtH SErizs.] 


The right hon. Gentleman 
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had stated there could be no question as 
to the supreme authority ; that was the 
phrase that had been used ever since the 
Bill was introduced, and the right hon. 
Gentleman could not complain if the 
Committee desired that the authority of 
county councils should be really supreme. 
He believed there was danger in saving 
all denominational schools should be 
maintained if they only complied with 
these conditions. When more money 
was required it was only fair that the 
educational authority should be able to 
increase its demands, It would be open to 
the Committee to add conditions when 
they came to discuss them, but at the same 
time he thought it right to move that the 
educational authorities should be allowed 
to lay down new conditions in future. 
The authorities were intended to have 
all these powers in the case of provided 
schools, and they ought to have 
them in the  non-provided — schools. 
The powers of the managers of the non- 
provided schools were only inherited 
powers, and he had never been able to 
discover how those powers had originally 
arisen; and if those powers were only 
derived or inherited, it was important 
that, as time went on, the authori- 
ties should be able to lay down the con- 
ditions under which these schools should 
be managed. 


Amendment proposed, after the last 
Amendment— 
**'To insert the words ‘ such conditions as may 
herequired by the local authority including the 
following. °"—(Vr. Alfred Hutton.) 


(Juestion proposed, “That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said the Amend- 
ment would be absolutely destructive of 
the Bill. The hon. Gentleman who 
proposed it must be aware that it was 
rendered unnecessary by the structure 
of the Bill. It was an essential part of 
the measure that the denominational 
character of denominational schools 
should be preserved. If the Amend- 
ment were adopted a local authority 
might lay down as one of the conditions 
that the denominational character of the 
school should not be maintained—that 
the teacher must belong tosome other 
denomination than the denomination to 
which the school belonged. There was 
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no condition so absurd that the local | 


authorities could not lay it down. Ifthe 
hon. Gentleman replied that they would 
not lay down absurd conditions he agreed 
with him, but they would very likely 
lay down conditions which would 
absolutely destroy the denominational 
character of a school—conditions abso- 
lutely destructive of the arrangement 
which the Bill was intended to establish. 


Sik EDWARD GREY said that, ad- 
mitting the contention that the denomi- 
national character of the schools must be 
preserved, he did not think the First Lord 
of the Treasury was going the right way 
about to carry out what he had said were 
his intentions with regard to these con- 
ditions. It followed from what he had 
said that afternoon that, however arbitrary 
and absurd a condition the local education 
authority might require, that condition 
must be carried out by the managers of 
voluntary schools if it related to secular 
instruction. He thought the proper way 
of dealing with the matter would be to 
give a general uncontrolled power of 
requiring conditions to the local education 
authority in this place, and then, when 
sub-Nection 2 was reached, to introduce a 
provision that if any dispute arose between 
the local education authority and the 
managers as to whether a demand of the 
local authority related either in whole or 
in part to instruction other than secular, 
the question should be determined by the 
Board of Education. 


Mr. ALFRED HUTTON asked what 
would happen where it might arise that 
the arrangements of the management as 
to furniture, books, and apparatus were 
interfered with by the Code of the 
Education Department. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said it was quite 
clear that, where the Code and the Act 
of Parliament came into collision, the 
Code must give way. The power would 
rest with the education authorities, and 
not with the management, as to what were 
the books which were to be used in the 
school for secular education. 


*sir WILLIAM MATHER (Laneashire, 
Rossendale) thought the Amendment raised 
a very large question which, notwithstand- 
ing the assurances of the right hon. 


Gentleman as to absolute control over 


Dr. A. J. Balfour. 
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secular education, created considerable 
doubt in the minds of some of the 
Committee as to how the education 


authority could be considered to have 
absolute control over education. They 
had not heard from the right hon. Gentle- 
man what was to be the characteristic of 
the denominational school. So far as he 
could make out, it was to be divided into 
two compartments—one for secular and 
theotherfor denominational teaching. But 
the managers were to manage the whole 
school. At the same time, they were told 
the education authority was to have full 
control over the schools, so far as secular 
instruction was concerned. Was such a 
state of things conceivable in practice ! 
He desired to have a workable Bill, but 
that was absolutely impossible, unless the 
right hon. Gentleman would take into con- 
sideration the fact that this Clause created 
two bodies as the school managers. Let 
them clear the ground, so as to have one 
real authority for schools provided and not 
provided, and then face the question of 
retaining the denominational character of 
schools in such a manner that it would 
not encroach on a great public right. 


Dr. MACNAMARA quite saw the 
reason why the Government could not 
accept these words, because they would 
perinit the local education authority to 
interfere with religious instruction ; but 
perhaps the right hon. Gentleman might 
be able to introduce, at some subsequent 
stage, words which would relate entirely 
to the secular character of the school. 
The London School Board had had man- 
agers for thirty-two years ; they had had 
considerable experience of what was 
secular education, and they had a large 
volume on the subject ; yet there was not 
a week passed that the question was not 
raised as to what was and what was not 
secular education—the use of the desk, 
for instance, for hoth purposes, and the 
letting the school for public purposes. 
They sometimes let it for dancing. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I don’t think 


dancing is quite secular education. 


Dr. MACNAMARA said the right hon. 
Gentleman had said that all education was 
either secular or religious, so that if 
dancing was not secular it must be 
religious education, He did not press the 
matter, but he would warn the right hon. 


Gentleman that if he contined himself to 
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the five specific points set out inthisClause, 
they would not cover the ground; and 
unless some words of a general character 
were introduced, interminable ditticulties 
would arise. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS asked permis- 
sion to suggest a few simple words which 
he thought would carry out the inten- 
tions of the hon. Member, and, as he 
understood, would also carry out the 
intention of the Government. | He 
believed that the difficulty would be got 
over if they inserted after the word 
“eonditions’’ in the Amendment the 
words “not relating solely to religious 
instruction.” He begged to move. 


Amendment proposed to the proposed 
Amendment— 

“After the word ‘conditions,’ to insert the 
words ‘not relating solely to religious in- 
struction,’ (Mr. Samuel Evans.) 


(Juestion proposed, ‘* That those words 
be there inserted in the proposed Amend- 
ment.” 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he thought 
the hon. Member had made a sincere 
attempt to amend the Amendment, 
which, however, was hardly practical. 
The voluntary school buildings belonged, 
and would belong after the Bill passéd, 
to the trustees of the school. The edu- 
cation authority would have complete 
control over the school for the purposes 
of secular education during school hours. 
The Government had never suggested 
carrying out a policy so drastic as that 
proposed by the hon. Gentleman, which 
practically took away the school alto- 
gether, even during the hours in which 
secular education was not being carried 
on. 


(6.45.) Mr. LAWSON WALTON said 
that if he followed the Amendment 
correctly, it simply enacted in another 
form something that was already in the 
Bill. It merely turned the phraseology 
of sub-Clause (7), but the Prime Minister 
was so little familiar with the language 
of the Clause that he failed to recognise 
his own offspring, and proceeded to 
strangle it by describing it as a hostile 
and destructive Amendment. The pro- 
posal was that the local authority should 
have the right from time to time to 
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make new conditions, subject to which 
their obligation to maintain the schools 
should continue, and that those condi- 
tions should be limited to the sphere of 
secular instruction. That was  sub- 
Clause (a), because it was there provided 
that the local authority should have the 
right to issue directions from time to 
time to the local managers with regard 
to secular instruction, and compliance 
with those directions was a condition of 
the right of the managers to receive 
assistance from the local authority. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he was glad 
to have the hon. and learned Gentle- 
man’s assent to sub-Nection (v). 


Mr. LAWSON WALTON said it was 
simply a question as to which phrase- 
ology should be adopted. If the Prime 
Minister acknowledged that the Amend- 
ment was sub-Section («), there could be 
no harm in it. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE said it was 
idle for them to pretend that the Amend- 
ment did not go beyond sub-Section (:). 
It did go beyond sub-Nection (1), and 
they intended it todo so. Among other 
things, the words covered the right to 
use the schools for public meetings, and a 
most important principle was involved. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE asked whether 
in the opinion of the Prime Minister 
under sub-Clause () the county authority 
had no authority whatever over the 
schools, but that their authority was con- 
fined purely to the kind of instruction 
given. It seemed to be the view of the 
right hon. Gentleman that the county 
authority could direct the use of a par 
ticular book. If that was so, it would re- 
quire to be made clearer later on. The 
question he now asked was whether they 
had any control over the fabric of the 
school or with regard to the evenings. 
If not, he failed to see where the control 
came in. 


Sir WILLIAM ANSON: They have 
no control after school hours. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE thought that 
was a strong argument in favour of 
the Amendment. Suppose a county 
authority wanted the use of a school in 
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the evening for classes or other purposes 
connected with education, but the 
Managers wanted it for concerts or 
entertainments connected with the 
church, who would have the control 
then? Was that one of the matters to 
be referred to the Board of Education ? 
Was it the position that although the 
furniture might belong to the county 
authority they were to have no control 
over it after school hours. If so, sub- 
Clause (v) did not go far enotigh. With 
regard to books, if the managers declined 
to accept those selected by the authority, 
would there be an appeal from the 
managers to the Board of Education ! 
If so, the control of the county authority 
was merely nominal, and to speak of 
them as having the sole or complete con- 
trol of secular instruction was a perfect 
farce. 


SirJ AMES FERGUSSON (Manchester, 
N.E.) desired to enter a caret against 
a too universal application of the 
principle that the authority should select 
the books. It might be extremely offen- 
sive if the text-books were in all cases to 
be the same as prescribed by the local 
authority. He thought it would be too 
much to say that the local autherity 
should have the absolute choice of the 
text-books and the power of imposing 
them on a denomination. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said the hon. 
Gentleman opposite had asked him 
whether the local authority was to 
have any control of the schoo] build- 
ings except for the purposes of secular 
education. His answer to that was 
in the negative. The local authority 
ought not to have the control of buildings 
which did not belong to them and for 
which they would not pay. It was right 
that they should have control over these 
buildings so far as secular education was 
concerned, tor which they paid and over 
which they had control, but he saw 
no reason why they should go beyond 
that. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE asked whether 
the local authority would have command 
of the schools in the evening for the 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said if it was 


part of the elementary svstem he assumed 
they would, but he did not wish to 
answer that question offhand. He was 
sorry the hon. Member had raised the 
question about the text-books. He 
thought the hon. Member must have 
intended to irritate the — religious 
susceptibilities of those who thought the 
education authority was capable — of 
using historical books intended only for 
secular instruction without consulting the 
convictions of the managers of the schools, 
For his part, he thought the education 
authority ought to have the choice of 
books. He was perfectly convinced that 
there was no education authority in the 
country which would behave in such an 
outrageous manner as that feared by his 
right hon. friend. He could imagine cases, 
but he did not believe those cases would 
arise. He rather deprecated going into 
all the niceties and subtleties which an 
ingenious mind might, perhaps, raise on 
the topic. 


Dr. MACNAMARA said that this 
Was rather a serious matter. He under- 
stood from the Under-Secretary that the 
loeal authority would have no control 
whatever of the buildings outside school 
hours. Would the managers be able 
then to use the premises for any purposes 
thy liked, and would they be permitted 
to leave them in a condition unfit for 
the resumption of school on the follow- 
ing day ? 


Sir JOHN GORST (Cambridge Uni- 
versity) said there was one practical 
matter in connection with this question 
which he hoped the Government would 
consider. The evening schools in the 
country districts, which were now held 
by the county authorities, were for the 
most part held in voluntary schools, and 
he believed in almost every case the 
voluntary school managers now gave 
the use of their buildings to the county 
authority entirely free of charge. These 
schools so held were not elementary 
schools at all, they were technical schools 
in which metal-work, | wood-work, 
and various other kinds of technical 
instruction was carried on. What- 
ever was done in the Bill, he had no 
doubt that in most cases the managers 


purposes of secular instruction, lectures, or | of these schools would continue}to allow 


evening classes. 
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of charge as evening schools. 


should like the Government to consider | 


whether, as this Bill was now being 
passed, the county authorities ought not 
to have some rights. Asthey had rights 
to use the schools in 
public elementary schools, ought they 
not to have some right to use the schools 
in the evening as technical schools ! 
He was quite aware that the right 
might not have to be enforced except in 
very rare cases, still it was for rare cases 
that provisions were put into Acts of 
Parliament. 


(7.5.) Sir JAMES JOICEY (Durham, 
Chester-le-Street) said he was glad to hear 
what had fallen from the hon. Baronet 
opposite. He hoped the First Lord of 
the Treasury would give way on this 
point, because he thought the local 
authorities ought to have the power to 
demand these scnools for evening classes. 
In large mining districts, such as he 
represented, lectures were given in the 
schools, and instead of this privilege 
heing a favour granted to the locality, 
he thought the county authority ought 
tohave the right to demand the use 
ot the school for such purposes. He felt 
sure that unless some such power as this 
was given a difficulty would arise. He 
had known more than one case where 
the whole of the voluntary schools had 
experienced this ditliculty simply out of 
pique, and the Committee certainly 
ought to be most particular in giving the 
local authority a right to use these 
schools for such purposes. He was 
pleased to hear what the right hon. 
Gentleman said with regard to books. 


He could not see how any authority | 


could have control of secular education 


unless it could select the books from 
which the education was given. He 


hoped his right hon. friend would, at all 
events, recognise the desire of hon. Mem- 
bers to have some words inserted which 
would carry out the views which had 
been expressed upon this point. 


Lorp HUGH CECIL (Greenwich) said 
if this question was discussed, they must 
have regard to all the circumstances. 
They had not only to deal with English 
County Councils, but also with Welsh 


County Councils. He had not the 
slightest doubt that English County 
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| Councils would be quite incapable of 
| using powers given with regard to secular 
education in order to destroy the religious 
| education. But there was a_ particular 
| virulence about the Celtic temperament 
which made no course too unreasonable, 
| or too ill-natured, if he might say so, to 
|be adopted. Therefore, in the case of 
| Welsh County Councils, he thought it 
| possible that they would use both powers, 
the power over books and the power of 
using the schools for purposes of technical 
education, not for any fund fide purposes 
| of education at all, but for affecting the 
religious character of the school, or 
merely in order to be disagreeable. His 
impression had been very greatly in- 
creased by the manner in which the 
agitation against this Bill had heen con- 
ducted. If politicians could say in publie 
things manifestly untrue, could excite 
prejudice to the utmost, and be restrained 
apparently by no considerations of 
decency whatever, how were they to 
suppose the Bill would be administered 
by persons of the same character? It 
was possible for a certain kind of mind to 
act as he had indicated, and the Bill 
ought to be framed with a view of guard- 
ing the religious character of the schools 
against that sort of attack. If the Bill 
were modified in the direction suggested, 
it must be under the strict control of 
some independent authority which would 
prevent the powers from being misused, 
particularly in regard to the choice of 
books. If the choice of books was taken 
advantage of, not for educational pur- 
poses, but in order to injure the religious 
character of the school, he thought there 
ought to be a power of interference. 
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Str WILLIAM HARCOURT said he 
always experienced extreme pleasure 
when he saw the noble Lord rise in 
these debates, because he had the 
frankness to let the cat out of the bag, 
/and to reveal the real secrets of this 
| Bill. Now that the noble Lord had told 
‘them one of the secrets of the Bill, he 
‘himself was relieved from secrecy in 

regard to the confidential conversation 

which he had with one of the principal 
authors of the Bill. He had asked, 
‘How can you insist, as you do, upon 
this extraordinary and unjust majority 
which you give to the managers?” 
|*Oh!” was the reply, “ it is necessary 


| on account of Wales.” That was the 
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cat which had been let out of the bag. 
A select number of Welsh Members sat 
behind the noble Lord, but he did not 
know whether they were grateful to 
him. He could only tender the noble 
Lord thanks on behalf of the Welsh 
Members who sat on that side of the 
House, for his speech would be an 


additional reason for the confidence 
which their constituents reposed in 
them. He was not very much sur- 


prised that the noble Lord insisted that 
the local authorities, especially in Wales, 
should not have the choice of books. 
Up to this time they had had the choice 
of books, and he did not know where 
the noble Lord derived the information 
that they would in future behave in the 
manner which he condemned. Welsh 
education stood in advance of this 
country, and, therefore, the charges 
which the noble Lord brought against 
it arose from want of information with 
respect to Welsh education. He could 
quite understand the feelings of the 
noble Lord on the question of books, 
however ; what he would like, no doubt, 
would be that the Education Depart- 
ment should be constituted a Propuqunda 
Fide, and he did not know any one 
who would more ably and zealously 
preside over such a body than the noble 
Lord. He was quite sure the noble 
Lord had already in his pocket an /ndvx 
Evpurgatorius which would lay down, 
for the information of Welsh County 
Councils, the books he disapproved of, 
which ought not to be admitted into 
secondary or elementary schools. He 
supposed that the noble Lord would 
exclude certain parts of English history. 
He supposed the history of the House of 
Tudor, with the exception, perhaps, of a 
single female member, would not be 
admitted. The reign of Henry VIII. 
would not be admitted, nor Edward VI. 
Probably there might not be objection to 
Edward VI.’s successor, but the reign of 
Elizabeth the noble Lord would perhaps 
not approve of. The speech of the 
noble Lord had made it essential on the 
part of Welsh Members to insist that on 
this question of the choice of books the 
rights of the loca] education authority 
should be guarded. 


Sm WILLIAM ANSON said he 
was sorry to come between the Welsh 
Sir William Harcourt. 
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Members and the noble Lord, but he 
should like to refer for a moment to the 
Amendment and to two points which 
might be dealt with by the local educa- 
tion authority, namely, the choice of 
books and the use of the school build- 
ings. Hethought they must all agree 
with the Prime Minister that the less 
there was said about books the better it 
would be for the peace of {the House 
now and for the peace of the local 
authority in the future. They were 
dealing now with the provision of ele- 
mentary day schools, and what was 
demanded by way of use of the buildings 
was something quite outside elementary 
education, and consequently quite outside 
the range of the objects for which the 
schools were to be provided by the 
managers, subject to the local authority, 
and had nothing,to,do with this part of 


the Bill. 


Mr. ELLIS GRIFFITH (Anglesey) 
said the speech of the noble Lord the 
Member for Greenwich was quite irre- 
levant tothe Amendment. He was sorry 
that the Parliamentary Sccretary to the 
3oard of Education had not paid some 
attention to the point raised by his 
predecessor in ofiice. He submitted that 
the hon. Member for Cambridge Univer- 
sity had raised a point which at any rate 
was worthy of consideration. It was 
whether the county authority could use 
these schools for evening instruction or 
prize distributions. If the Bill, as sug- 
gested by the noble Lord, was to be made 
worse than it was in order to meet the 
case of Wales, the Welsh were quite 
willing to be left out of the Bill. It 
that would be for the advantage of the 
English Schools they were all perfectly 
willing to take that step. When the 
noble Lord spoke he always instilled into 
their debates the spirit of Christian 
charity, but it was so concentrated in 
his perorations that there was none to 
spare for the ordinary business of Com- 
mittee. He was thelight and the acolyte 
of a Party on the other side, and he 
might learn from some Conservative 
Members near him that as far as Wales 
was concerned the County Councils were 
perfectly harmonious in matters educa- 
tional. There had not been the slightest 
friction or disagreement from 1899 until 
today. The real point was—were they 
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or were they not entitled to ask that the | 
local authority should have control | 
over the school buildings ? He thought | 
they were entitled to ask the Govern- 
ment to consider this point. 






Mr. MKENNA said it was essential, 
if they were to carry out the main objects 
of the Bill, that the local education 
authority should have power to decide 
what the character of the school building 
should be. As the Bill stood the local 
authority had not the power to decide | 
whether they could use the school for 
evening classes. He did not think justice 
had been done to the language used by | 
the noble lord who spoke of the virulence 
of the Celtic temperament. In Mon-| 
mouthshire they were proud of claiming | 
the noble lord as the descendant of an | 
ancient Welsh family, and when he 
avowed that virulence was a characteristic 
of that race he was only describing an | 
attribute of his own. It had been alleged 
over and over again that the local 
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! Noes, sol. 


Bill. 


authority were to have control over the 
schools outside of religious instruction, 
If the local authority were to have 
absolute control over secular and primary 
education hon. Members were entitled to 
ask whether they were to have the power, 
if local needs required it, to declare that 
a voluntary school should be for boys or 
girls, or a mixed school, and if they were 
not to have that power they must ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury to qualify the 
statement that the local authority were 
to have complete control over secular 
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| education. 


(7.26.) Question, “ That those words 
be there inserted in the proposed Amend- 
/ment,” put, and agreed to. 


Question put, “ That those words, as 


| amended, be there inserted.” 


The Committee divided ; Ayes, 132 ; 


257. (Division List No. 402.) 
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half-past Seven of the 


It being after 
Chair to 


clock, the Chairman left the 
make his Report to the House. 

Committee report Progress; to sit 
again ‘Tomorrow. 
EVENING SITTING. 
EXPIRING LAWS CONTINUANCE BILL. 

{[Seconp Reaptna. | 

Order read, for resuming Adjourned 
Debate on Question [20th October], “ That 
the Bill be now read a second time.” 


(Juestion again proposed. 


(9.0.) Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.) resum- 
ing the speech he was deliv ering on 
Monday when the debate was adjourned, 
said the Bill, at first sight, seemed a very 
small matter, but it was nothing of the kind. 
It was a hardy annual of the most improper 
character. The bringing in of the Women’s 
Franchise Bill year after year could be 
understood, but this Bill was a most 
delightful example of the illogical nature 
of the British Constitution and the 
illogical nature of the British Parliament. 
Some of the Acts in this Expiring Laws 
Continuance Bill were good Acts, but 
there were some very, very bad ones. If 
there were good Acts in the Schedule 
they ought in a frank and honest way to 
be placed upon the Statute Book, while 
the bad ones should not be renewed. There 
was the Sunday Closing (Ireland) Act. 
That might or might not be a good Act, 
but it was an Act of enormous import ince, 
and one which the majority of the Irish 
people believed to be a good Act. Why 


should a measure of that kind be held in 


a state of suspended animation ? If it was 
an Act good for Ireland, an Act of which 
the majority of the Irish people approved, 
it should have a permanent place on the 
Statute Book. At present they did not 
know whether it was going to be the law 
of the land from year to year, for an 
Amendment might at any time be moved 
by a clever and ingenious Parliamentarian 
to strike it out of the Schedule of this 
Bill. There were a number of Acts in 
this Bill which ought to be dealt with at 


once. There were Acts going back to 
1855, with Amendments carrying them 


on to 1885. The Linen Manufacturers’ 
Act of Ireland had been carried on by 
fragmentary and most unsatisfactory legis- 
lation of this kind. Would not the proper 
thing be to consolidate these Acts once and 
for all and bring them into one short Act, 
and make them the Statute law of the 
land? There were many Acts to which 
he might refer, but there was one—the 
Peace Preservation (Ireland) Act—1&881, 
the continuance of which by the Govern- 
ment required some explanation. What 
was the position with regard to that Act ? 
Rightly or wrongly it was passed twenty- 
one years ago. Certain arguments were 
brought forward in favour of it, but 
would those arguments prevail now 7? It 
was not a Peace Preservation Act, but an 
Act relating to the carrying and posses- 
sion of arms, and in Ireland it) was 
commonly called the Arms Act. That 
Act remained in force in Ireland. As the 
outcome of the War, they had rifle clubs 
established in England and Scotland. Why 
should they not have rifle clubs in Lreland ? 
With this Act they could not have rifle 
clubs, and could not even carry a revolver, 
sword, or dagger. 
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*Mr. SPEAKER : Order, Order. It is 
not open to the hon. Member to discuss 
the merits of the Acts. That can be done 
by moving an Amendment to omit them 
on the Committee Stage. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N) : There 
is a precedent in 1874. 


*Mr. SPEAKER : Whatever may have 
been done in 1874, it was not allowed 
In 1887, 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: The rule was 
broken by Mr. Disraeli. 


Mr. FLYNN said the Arms Act might 
have been a good Act twenty vears ago, 
hut was it right that no one should be 
allowed to carry arms now without the 
consent of a magistrate? These Acts 
were passed as temporary measures in 
exceptional circumstances, but they had 
never been reviewed since, and had been 
carried on from year to year without any 
addition to the argument which gave 
them birth. In session and out of session 
they must raise their protest against 
this archaic method of legislation and 
this slipshod manner of dealing with the 
people. He knew the one thing a 
British statesman abhorred was that thing 
called logic, but, as a logician, he protested 
against the frame of mind which induced 
them to legislate in this haphazard manner. 
The measure he had last reterred to worked 
great mischief, and ought to be altered, 
and he protested against an Act which 
prevented the people of Ireland as freemen 
having the right to carry arms, a right 
enjoved by every freeman in every civilized 
country. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dundee) 
said he had no intention of discussing the 
merits of any Act in the Schedule of this 
Bill, but he did think the time had come 
when the House should ask itself whether 
that Schedule ought not to be revised. 
He had risen with the sole purpose of 
pointing out that among the Acts in the 
Schedule of the Bill was the Ballot Act 
of IS72. The explanation of the inclusion 
of that Act in the Schedule was that an 
Amendment was moved in the House of 
Lords—an unconstitutional Amendment, 
in his opinion—which made the Act 
temporary ; but to call the Ballot Act, 
which had been on the Statute Book thirty 
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of a reform of the system. 
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years, a temporary measure Was a mon- 
strosity. He thought that the next time 
the Bill was brought in the Schedule 
should be revised, and such Acts as the 
Ballot Act be made perpetual. He hoped 
that the Government would give this 
matter consideration. 


Sir ALBERT ROLLIT (Islington, 8.) 
wished to say afew words in support of the 
suggestion of his hon. friend the Member 
for Dundee, for this Bill was the means of 
constantly bringing before the House two 
classesot Acts—one class which ought to be 
permanently on the Statute Book and the 
other a class of legislative lumber which 
ought to be cleared away as rapidly as 
possible. Among the Acts in the Schedule 
which ought to be made perpetual was the 
Poor Rate Exemption Act of 1840, under 
which personal property, such as stocks 
and shares, were exempted from poor- 
rate. That Act was the basis at this 
moment of our svstem of taxation, and 
it was astounding that for so many 
successive years it had only been kept 
alive by means of an annual measure, 
Among the lumber in the Schedule which 
should be removed was the Linen Manu- 
facturers Act, which laid down regulations 
absolutely inconsistent with the present 
character of the business ; the Promissory 
Notes Act, and the Militia Ballot Act, and 
another measure of an equally obsolete 
character, viz., the Act for the regulation 
of locomotives on the highways. Under 
it locomotives were restricted to a speed 


| of four miles an hour in the country and 


two miles «an hour in towns. If that 
meant anything it meant that the motor- 
ing of today was illegal. The fact was 
the laws of this country required consoli- 
dation and codification, and he earnestly 
hoped that the Government would take 
this matter in hand. 


(9.30.) Mr. T. M. HEALY said that 
Lord Carnarvon in 1873, in the House of 
Lords, entered an emphatic protest 
against this system of legislating by 
means of an expiring Laws Continuance 
Bill. The Bill to which Lord Carnarvon 
referred contained the Peace Preservation 
(Ireland) Act, and thirty-four other 
measures, exactly the samenumber as were 
contained in the present Bill. Since the 
noble Lord’s protest was made in 1873 
they had not got a bit further in way 
t was 





cou 
tha 
the 
ars 
wh 


alle 


eX] 
me! 
any 
on 

be | 
anc 
of t 
tun 
dis 
Mc 
Sta 
om 
jec 
th: 
ces 
the 
me 
the 
the 


Iri: 
tail 
pal 
Ju 
tha 
Bil 
thi 
the 
it t 
wa 


& 


N- 
le 
le 
1e 


d 


he 
3 
LV 
as 





429 Expiring Laws 


formerly the practice of this House never 
to pass a bill of this kind except after it 
had been carefully considered in Com- 
mittee. In 1875, Mr. Disraeli and Lord 
Salisbury were rather coyuetting for the 
Irish vote, and Lord Salisbury also 
entered a strong protest against the 
inclusion in the Continuance Bill-of the 
Peace Preservation Act. He said that he 
objected to the vicious practice of includ- 
ing so many Acts in the Expiring Laws 
Continuance Bill, which afforded the 
(sovernment an opportunity of smuggling 
Acts, against which there was very con- 
silerable objection, too quietly through 
the House. In the following year they 
had the pledges of Mr. Disraeli, Lord 
Salisbury, Sir Stafford Northcote, and 
Sir M. Hicks-Beach, who was then Irish 
Secretary, that the Peace Preservation 
(Ireland) Act would not be included in 
the Expiring Laws Continuance  Biil. 
When the Bill was brought in in 1874, 
Mr. Disraeli had taken office, and of 
course everybody remembered the protest 
that had been made by Lord Salisbury in 
the House of Lords, and how he had been 
answered by Lord Kimberley. Mr. Butt, 
who was a great constitutional lawyer, was 
allowed to move— 

“ That in the opinion of this House it is in- 
expedient that when important Aets of Parlia- 
ment have been passed for a limited period, 
any of such Acts, especially those conferring 
on the Executive extraordinary powers, should 
be included in a general Bill for the continu- 
ance of expiring laws, brought in at the close 
of the session, without affording any fair oppor- 
tunity of considering the propriety of their 
discontinuance or their modification.” 
Motions were afterwards made by Sir 
Stafford Northcote and Mr. Butt to 
omit parts of the Act which were ob- 
jected to. He was well aware that since 
that time successive Speakers by suc- 
cessive rulings had attempted to restrict 
the right of this High Court of Parlia- 
ment to discuss the Acts contained in 
the Continuance Bill, but with regard to 
the pledges which were given in 1874 
by the Conservative Ministry as to 
Irish exceptional legislation, he main- 
tained that the whole of the Conservative 
party were bound by these pledges. On 
July 25th, 1874, Captain Nolan moved 
that the Expiring Laws Continuance 
Bill be read a second time that day 
three months. He would not go into 
the hon. Gentleman’s argument, but 
it turned largely on the point that there 
was no crime in Ireland. Sir Statford 
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Northcote in reply said, as reported in 
(3) Dehutes, eexxi., 725— 

“That he quite agreed with the hon. and 
gallant Member that care ought to be taken 
that measures should not be introduced un- 
necessarily by a Bill of the kind, which must 
lead to a discussion of various subjects... . 
It was possible that they might tind that that 
system was carried rather too far, and that 
point he undertook to say should receive care- 
ful consideration.” 


And then he went on to 

** suggest that hon. Members in Committee 

might very properly move Amendments for 
the purpose of striking out certain portions of 
the Acts to which they objected.” 
The Attorney-General of the day 
justified the continuance of the Peace 
Preservation Act on the ground that 
a murder had been committed. Mr. 
Disraeli came into the House later in 
the debate and apologised for his 
absence. He said— 

“He would be happy to make a suggestion 

which he thought would meet the case. He 
remembered very well the remarks of his 
colleagues (Lord Salisbury and Lord Carnar- 
von) in the House of Lords, and he could not 
say that he disagreed with them. He was 
perfectly ready to say that those two Acts 
{the Arms Act and the Master and Servants Act} 
should no longer be contained in a Continuance 
Bill.” 
It was twenty-eight years since that 
promise was made, and he was sorry 
to say that successive administrations 
had not adhered to it. Mr. Disraeli 
went on to say— 

‘That if any continuance were wanted, 

which he should regret, they should be 
brought in separately at an early period of 
the session, when there would be an opportunity 
of discussing their merits. 
When the Bill got into Committee later 
on there was further discussion on it, 
and the Attorney-General for Ireland 
said on July 30th—(reported in the same 
volume at page 982)— 

“The Prime Minister had given a distinct 
assurance that if it should be proposed to 
renew these Acts in another session a separate 
Bill should be brought in to effect such 
renewal. . . . He was prepared to say that 
the whole of this subject ought to be reviewed, 
and every one of these Bills examined by the 
Government, with a searching inquiry into 
the different places at present proclaimed. 
There had been no such suggestion 
in regard to the present Bill, w hich the 
First Lord of the Treasury had moved 
by a simple nod of the head. Another 
promise was made by Sir Statford 
Northcote, Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
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who said that, in point of fact, the 
expressions he had used in regard to 
this kind of legislation were in strict 
conformity with the remarks made by 
Lord Salisbury and Lord Carnarvon in 
the previous year. He entirely agreed— 
and he spoke for his colleagues as well 
as for himself—that it was important 
that they should put a check on what 
appeared to be an abuse of their system 
ot renewing Acts. The Chancellor of 
the Exchequer went on to say— 

“There was a decided feeling on the part of 

the Government that a check ought to be put 
on that system of legislation, Bat with 
regard to those Irish Acts, his right hon. 
friend at the head of the Government had 
promised that they should not on any future 
occasion be put into an ordinary Omnibus 
Continuance Bill, but if it was desirable to 
renew them that they should be dealt with 
separately.” 
Then Mr. Henley, the Member for 
Oxfordshire, who was the parent of the 
remark that when he could not argue 
against a particular Bill he would lie 
on his back and ery “fudge,” said— 

“Tt was a grave question whether the list of 
expiring laws contained in the Annual Continu- 
ance Bill had not grown to an inconvenient 
length and did not contain many Acts which had 
better be left out of it.” 


In the 
Committee, the 
Exchequer said— 

** In accordance with the statement which he 
made early in the evening, the Government did 
not desire to carry this practice of continuing 
important laws by “a mere Continuance Bill 
further than it has been hitherto carried, but 
rather to restrict it, and on proper occasions, at 
a future time, to bring laws which are of import- 
ance more directly and conveniently under 
the notice of the House.” 


Sir Stafford Northcote wound up by 
saying that— 


course of the same debate in 
Chaneellor of the 


‘“It was not the intention of the Government 
to propose a continuance of these Irish Acts 
again, 

and he asked the Irish Members to 
believe— 

“that the Government were speaking in good 
faith.” 

Were they speaking in good faith? 
Sir Stafford Northeote was dead, Mr. 
Disraeli was dead, and Lord Salisbury 
had retired from political life, but though 
the question had been reverted to again 
and again during the past twenty-eight 
vears there, were still exactly the same 
number of Acts included in the Expiring 

Mr. T. M. Healy. 
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Laws Continuance Bill as there were at 
that day. Hon. Gentlemen opposite who 
got up on the hustings and swore by the 
memory of Lord Beaconsfield, when re- 
minded of dicta of this description, would 
probably turn round and say that they 
were only speaking in an Irish sense! 
Mr. Disraeli said the same thing over and 
over again, and on the Third Reading of 
the Bill in a speech reported in the same 
volume of //vusui/, p. 1076, he dealt, 
first, with the question of the general 
policy of expiring laws, and next with 
the general policy of exceptional legisla- 
tion for Ireland, and then went on to 
say— 

**Now, leaving the question of Continuance 
Acts, I come to the much greater question of 
Coercion Acts. The hon. and learned Gentle- 
man has, | will not say pressed the Government 
for an expression of their policy on that subject, 
but he has very frankly announced that the time 
will come, and is not far distant, when we must, 
of course, express our opinions on the matter. 
When the time comes we shal! express our 
opinion. 

And he gave a pledge again that these 
Acts should not be renewed. When 
dealing with! Ireland, whose members 
must always be in a permanent minority 
in this House, he thought that if 
England could not keep faith with them 
at the time of the Treaty of Union, or 
the Treaty of Limerick, they might fairly 
expect the Conservative Government not 
to back out of the promises made twenty- 
eight years ago in regard to measures 
relating to lreland, admittedly excep- 
tional in character. By the ruling of 
the Chair it was impossible for them to 
discuss the merits of those Acts on the 
Second Reading of the Continuance Bill, 
and it was a denial of justice that Irish 
Members should be asked to discuss 
questions of great constitutional im- 
portance ina fragmentary way when a 
measure like the Expiring Laws Contin- 
uance Bill was introduced. Lord Salis- 
bury in a moment of darkness for this 
country two years ago recommended his 
fellow countrymen to form rifle clubs; 
the noble Lord did not say that Ireland 
was excepted ; his general recommenda- 
tion was that his fellow countrymen 
should be brought up to the practice of 
arms. He thought, especially when they 
knew that there was one particular 
corner in Ireland which had not been 
subjected to this particular form of 
legislation, although it was the most 
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turbulent portion of Ireland, where men 
had sackfuls of arms, and on 12th July 
had sometimes even fired cannons—— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! the 
hon. Member is not in order in making 
these observations. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said that this was a 
portion of the great difficulty in which 
the Irish Members were placed. He 
respectfully said that the mere fact that 
such a ruling had been given by the 
Chair was the best condemnation of this 
class of legislation. They were not 
allowed to discuss the Acts embraced in 
the Continuance Bill, and he respectiully 
made his protest against this system of 
legislation, and against the practice of 
relying on those great constitutional 
authorities. 


(9.55.) Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The 
hon. Member has hada long Parliamentary 
experience, and he possesses great Parlia- 
mentary ability, but the task he has set 
himself to perform tonight is nothing 
more formidable or dithcult than to 
show that our present system of continu- 
ing, from year to year, a large number 
of statutes which no human_ being 
expects or desires to see repealed, is by 
no means a reasonable or rational method 
of carrying on public business. I agree, 
and I do not believe there is a single 


Member of the House who dissents 
from that view. I cannot imagine, for 
instance, that anyone should suppose 


that the Ballot Act should really be 
regarded as a temporary measure, to be 
continued casually, year after year, or to 
be dropped if the passing mood desires 
it ; for, manifestly, it has now become an 
essential part of the constitution of the 
country, not again to be changed except 
alter mature deliberation and careful 
debate. Therefore, I agree with the hon. 
Gentleman, but he knows well enough 
that the Parliamentary difficulties of 
successive Governments in long succes- 
sion, lasting far beyond the memory 
ot probably every man [| am now address- 
ing, have forced that course upon us. 
These Parliamentary ditticulties are not 
diminishing, they are increasing. There 
are thirty-five measures included in 
this Bill, the greater part of them very 
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important, some of them very controver- 
sial. We have now been, I am afraid to 
say how many months, discussing seven 
clauses and a quarter of one single Bill. 
How is the business of the country to be 
conducted if it takes you so long to deal 
with a measure, controversial in its sub 
stance but very modest in its proportions, 
if, in addition to new legislation which 
from time to time the House may require 
to discuss, you are to have a controversial 
debate upon the thirty-five measures 
embodied in this Bill? The thing is not 
business, it is not practicable, it cannot 
be done. [Hon. Members: “ Hear, 
hear!”] I gather from that cheer that 
hon. Members think the task would be 
easy if they were removed to a happier 
sphere, and were to have their own Ex- 
piring Laws Continuance Bill at College 
Green. It might be easier. I make full 
tribute to the contribution of hon. 
Members to our debates, but I do not 
think it would be easy even with a Parlia- 
ment so relieved. The truth is, if you 
really mean in the Expiring Laws Con- 
tinuance Bill to discuss the merits of the 
measures continned—and that is what the 
hon. Member means—not only the whole 
system of Parliamentary work would be 
dammed up, but you would have a stag- 
nant lake instead of a moving and health- 
giving current. You would always go 
over the old ground, and you cannot 
carry on your work in that way. The 
problem which the Expiring Laws Con- 
tinuance Bill raises is part of the larger 
problem connected with the codification 
and statute law revision and other matters: 
and with one of the objects, at all events, 
I have put down proposals for general 
acceptance in the new proposed Standing 
Orders which we have not yet had time 
to discuss. If the House is content to 
delegate some of its powersto a Committee 
of its own, and to restrict its own inter- 
ference in its full corporate capacity to 
certain clear and definite issues not to be 
debated at great length, but to be divided 
upon, then this evil can be got over. But 
it cannot be got over at all if you 
go through the Bills seriatim, to state al] 
that is to be said for and against them, 
added to suggestions to omit great por- 
tions of individual measures, and coupled 
with a general survey of the policy, as a 
whole, which they involve. 


are to 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: Why 
not make them perpetual ? 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: You cannot 
make them perpetual. It would be easy 
to bring ina Bill to make them perpetual ; 
but is the House prepared to do that 
without preliminary examination ? 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : “Some 
of them.” 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes, but who 
is to select the some? Of course, there 
are some upon which we are all 
agreed ; but you cannot deal with these 
matters in an offhand manner, and 
certainly you cannot deal with them this 
session. Government after Government 
have failed to find the necessary time, 
and I say these matters can only be dealt 
with if the House consents to preliminary 
examination and consents not to revise 
clause by clause these thirty-five measures, 
or any large number or portions of them 
by subsequent discussion. I do not know 
that we have reached that period yet: 
the present session certainly is not avail- 
able, and a plan for remedy cannot he 
found until the House is less occupied 
with first-class measures than it is at 
present. We cannot for some time to 
come attempt any remedy of the kind. 
We must follow the expedient, illogical, 
unjustifiable method adopted by our pre- 
decessors for carrying on the work of the 
country. This will not commend. itself 
to the hon. -and learned Gentleman, but 
I do not ignore the difficulties he has 
stated and I associate myself with con- 
demnation of the system. I do not, 
however, see a remedy until some pre- 
liminary examination can take place and 
the House is prepared so to arrange the 
issues to be discussed that they shall not 
take too large a portion of any particular 
session. No Government with large 
measures to bring forward can give upa 
session to the subject. We must find a 
method, not yet discovered, for dealing 
with the subject, and I greatly fear, after 
the experience we had at the beginning 
of the session, in regard to the amount 
of opposition we met with in our attempt 
to simplify procedure —I greatly fear, 
even if I were able to find a remedy, I 
should not be able to get the House to 
adopt it without prolonged fighting, which 
painful experience has taught me may 
compel Members to sit at times when they 
would rather be on holiday—for dealing 
with measures in which the country at 
large is deeply interested. 
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of this Bill. 
i 
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Mr. FLETCHER MOULTON (Corn- 


wall, Launceston) said that the First Lord 
of the Treasury had defended an abuse by 
the method known to lawyers as “ confes- 
sion and avoidance.” He frankly admitted 
that it was quite impossible to avoid the 
abuse. He himself had a very strong 
objection to such a method of legislation, 
but he quite agreed that if they were to 
waste a large portion of the time of the 
House in each session in dealing with 
the matter, it would be a great hardship. 
If the Government would, however, only 
take the responsibility on its own 
shoulders, there was a very easy method 
of putting an end to the abuse. They 
ought to have two Bills, one an Expiring 
Laws Perpetuation Bill, and the other an 
Expiring Laws Continuance Bill. Such 
Acts as the Ballot Act, and a number of 
other Acts in the Schedule ought, on the 
responsibility of the Government, to he 
extended not for one year, but perpetually, 
until the House had changed its mind 
in regard to them and had repealed them. 
There would be no more difficulty in 
passing an Expiring Laws Perpetuation 
Bill than there was now in passing an 
Expiring Laws Continuance Bill. The 
Perpetuation Bill would include measures 
on which the country had from long use 
made up its mind, and the Continuance 
Bill would include measures on which the 
country was still in doubt, and which 
deserved only to be regarded as settled 
in a temporary way. He _ hoped that 
there would be a division on the Second 
Reading of the present Bill, as a protest 
against the slovenly method which heaped 
together in the Expiring Laws Continu- 
ance Bill measures which ought to be 
rendered perpetual. The First Lord of 
the Treasury asked who was to decide ; 
but what had they a Government for if 
it was not to decide such matters? If 
there were an Expiring Laws Perpetua- 
tion Bill, he was satisfied that it would be 
passed practically with the assent of the 
entire House, and even if there were some 
dispute, it would not be greater than 
that connected with the present Bill, 
and in this way work would be cleared 
for future sessions. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower Ham- 
lets, Poplar) said he thought the House 
would feel that they were justified in 
raising a debate on the Second Reading 
The Government would 
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not have put down the Bill as the first 
Order, if they had not expected a debate ; 
and it was perfectly obvious that the 
question which had been raised was a 
very important one. The First Lord 
of the Treasury himself admitted the 
difficulty and importance of the matter, 
but he said that it was impossible to 
effect a remedy. His hon. and learned 
friend had pointed out a very simple 
remedy in regard to certain of the 
Acts mentioned in the Schedule to 
the perpetuation of which the House 
would unquestionably unanimously 
assent. There were two classes of 
Acts which he thought might be taken 
out of the Expiring Laws Continuance 
Bill. There was for instance the Corrupt 
Practices Act, regarding which no less 
than five expiring laws were continued 
in the Bill. That was an Act which re- 
quired codification; it was already 
practically the law of the country ; and 
the House would pass it without any 
difficulty at all. Then there was another 
class of Acts which hal been amended, 
some of them eight times and others 
five or six times, by subsequent Acts. 
One of their great difticulties as Members 
i Parliament was legislation by reference, 
which made it almost impossible to 
understand how a_ particular Act 
actually stood. In the schedule there 
were Acts passed fifty or sixty years ago, 
which were still referred to in Acts 
recently passed. Surely a very simple 
remedy for such a state of things would 
be to codify the various amending Acts 
inthe Expiring Laws Continuance ‘Bill, 
and remove the difficulty of legislation 
by reference. He admitted that there 
was a third class of Acts which could 
not be dealt with in the manner sug- 
gested. He thought the House was not 
dealing fairly with such an Act as that 
which had been mentioned by the hon. 
and learned Member for North Louth in 
continuing it year after year. That 
measure was passed on a distinct pledge 
being given to the House of Commons 
that it would be atemporary Act, and it 
was not fair or just that an Act of that 
kind, which affected the personal liberty 
of the person, and which was passed asa 
temporary Act, should be rendered per- 
manent. He was very glad that the 
Government had given the House an 
opportunity of discussing the matter, and 
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he hoped that the debate would lead to 
the removal of an abuse from their 
system of legislation. 


Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR (Liverpool, 
Scotland) said he did not intend to 
unduly prolong the discussion, as he 
was especially anxious to please the 
Leader of the House, who, during the 
absence of his hon. and learned friend 
the Member for Waterford, who was 
attending Irish meetings in America and 
recelving telegrams from the President 
of the United States—in Ireland it 
would have been the plank bed: in 
America it was the hospitality of the 
White House—had admirably led the 
Irish Party. The acting Leader of the 
Irish Party on the Treasury Bench 
made a speech which was quite worthy 
of his hon. and learned friend the 
Member for Waterford, because it was 
a most admirable and well-conceived 
though subtle plea for devolution and 
Home Rule. The right hon. Gentleman 
practically admitted the case against the 
present Bill. The Bill perpetuated a 
number of laws, which were obsolete 
and absolutely inapplicable to present- 
day conditions. It included measures 
which formed part of the indestructible 
and irrevozable law of the nation, and 
they were brought forward asif they were 
only temporary measures. Therefore 
the Bill had the double vice of perpetuat- 
ing the obsolete, and of representing as 
temporary what was permanent. The 
First Lord of the Treasury admitted the 
case, but he made no reply to the main 
objection to the Bill from the Lvish point 
of view. In addition to the obsolete laws 
which were perpetuated, and the perpetual 
laws which ought not to be represented 
as temporary, the Bill included funda- 
mental and vital measures dealing with 
primordial liberties, which ought to be 
the subject of special legislation and due 
discussion in this House. He was not 
going to discuss the merits or demerits of 
the peace proclamation measure, especially 
as they would have an opportunity of 
doing that in Committee ; but he would 
say that an Act which was a restraint of 
the liberties of one part of the Empire in 
comparison with other parts of the Empire, 
was of such fundamental and supreme 
importance that it deserved better than 
to be bundled among a number of obsolete 


measures. That was his point. He also 
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thought he was entitled to say that an 
Act which the leaders of the Conservative 
Party solemnly pledged themselves to 
exclude from such a measure as the Ex- 
piring Laws Continuance Bill should not 
be included, and that the pledge which 
Was given ought not to be nullified 
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past legislation. The Crimes Act in 
Ireland, which was now in full operation, 
was a perpetual Act as far as legislation 
could make it perpetual. Supposing it 
was a measure which had been enacted 
for five years, would it be fair or tolerable 
that in the sixth year it should take its 
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Hope, J.F.(Sheffield, Brightside 
euidowerth, Sir Wim. Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard,Jolin( Kent, Faversh’m 


, Hudson, George Bickersteth 


Hutton, John (Yorks. N.R.) 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jetlreys, Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred. 


The House divided :— 
(Division List, No. 


place among the other thirty-five measures 
in the present Bill. 
gratitude to the services which the Prime 
Minister had rendered to the Irish Party 
in denying them one day and giving them 
several, he did not propose to prolong the 
but would content himself with 
against the Second Reading. 


As he had said, in 


(10.20.) Question put. 


—Aves, 176 ; Noes, 


£05.) 


Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow 
Lawrence,SirJoseph( Monm'th 
Lawrence, Wim. F. (Liverpool 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneaye 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockwood, Lt. Col. A. R. 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter( Bristol,S. 
Lowe, Francis William 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Revinald.J.( Portsmouth 
Macartney, Kt Hn W.G., Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maelver, David (Liverpool) 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Iver,SirLewis(EdinburghW 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire, 
Malcolm, Ian 

Milvain, Thomas 

Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Marray, Rt HnAGraham (Bute 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Parker, Sir Gilbert 
Pemberton, John 8. G. 
Percy, Earl 

Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 
Randles, John S. 
Rankin. Sir James 
Rasch, Major Frederic 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Pamyonnanen 
Renwick, George 

_ Ritchie, Rt. HonChas. Thomson 


Carne 
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Ru Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) ' Stanley, Hn. Arthur(Ormskirk | Welby,SirCharlesG. E. (Notts. 
lon, Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) Stanley, Edward Jas.(Somerset | W hiteley, H.(Asht’n-und-Lyne 
tion Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) Williams, RtHnJ Powell-(Birm 
y it Roths ~_ . Hon. Lionel Walter | Stone, Sir Benjamin Willox, Sir John Archibald 
ted Round, Rt. Hon, James Stroyan, Jolin Wilson, Jolin (Glasgow) 

Royds, ¢ athe Molyneux Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier | Wilson,J.W.(Worcestersh. N.) 
uble Rutherford, John Talbot, Lord EK. (Chichester) Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (Yorks. ) 
» Its Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford. Tomlinson, Sir Wm Edw. M. | Wolff, ma " iw Wilhelm 
ares Shaw-Stewart, M. H.(Renfrew  Valentia, Viscount Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart- 
L. in Skewes-Cox, Thomas Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) Wyndham, “itt. Hon. George 
: Smith, Abel H.(Hervford, East Walrond, Rt.Hn.SirWilliamH. 
ime Smith, HC(North’mb. Tyneside Wanklyn, James Leslie TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
uty Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) Warde, Colonel C. E. Sir Alexander Acland - 
hem Spear, John Ward Welby, Lt.Col. A.C. E.(Taunton Hood and Mr. Anstruther, 
the 
vith NOES 

Abraham, William (Cork, N.E. | Horniman, Frederick John O'Malley, William 

Allan Sir William (Gateshead) Jordan, Jeremiah O'Shee, James John 

Allen,CharlesP.(Gloue. Stroud Joyee, Michael Pirie, Duncan N. 

Barry, KE. (Cork, 8.) Kennedy, Patrick James Power, Patrick Joseph 
one Bell, Richard Law, Hugh Alex.(Doneval, W.)  Reekitt, Harold James 

" Black, Alexander William Layland-Barratt, Francis Rickett, J. Compton 

Brigg, John Leamy, Edmund Roe, Sir Thomas 

Broadhurst, Henry Leigh, Sir Joseph Runciman, Walter 

Burns, John Leng, Sir John Shackleton, David 

Buxton, 4 me Charles Levy. Maurice Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 

: aldwell, James Lough, Thomas Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sa Carvill. Patrick Geo. Hamilton Lundon, W. Sinclair, John (lForfarshire) 
he Cawley, Frederick MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. Soares, Ernest J. 
vol Condon, Thomas Joseph MacNeill, John Gordon Swift | Spencer, Rt. Hn.CR( Northants. 

Crean, Eugene MacVeagh, Jeremiah Sullivan, Donal 
_ Cremer Willi: un Randal M‘Giovern, T. Taylor, Theodore Cook 
0 ( ‘allinan, J. M‘Kean, John Thomas, Sir. A (Glamorgan, FE.) 
rte Delany, William M‘kKillop, W. (Sligo, North) Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr 

Delvin, Joseph Manstield, Horace Rendall ThomasJ,A(Glamorgan,Gower 
Ic Dooan, PoC. Markham, Arthur Basil Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R.) 
a Duncan, J. Hastings Moss, Samuel Tomkinson, James 

Edwards, Frank Moulton, John Fleteher Wason, Eugene 
ath Ellis, John Edward Murphy, John White, George (Norfolk) 

; French, Peter Nannetti, Joseph P. White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
_ Flynn, James Christopher Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) Whiteley, George (York, W.R.) 

Gilhooly, James Norman, Henry Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 

” Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton Nussey, Thomas Willans Wilson, Henry.J.(York, W. R.) 
iW Harrington, Timothy O'Brien, Kendal(Tipperary Mid) Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
fe Hayden, Jobn Patrick O'Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) Young, Samuel 

on Healy, Timothy Michael O'Connor, James (Wicklow, W. Yoxall, James Henry 

Helme, a il Watson O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 

w.) He sph Hn. Charles H.  O-Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) TELLERS FOR THE NokS— 
ire} Holland , Sir W illiam Henry O'Dowd, John Captain Donelan and Mr. 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) Patrick O’Brien. 

. 
C. Bill read a second time and committed | = Tir PRESIDENT or tre BOARD or 
for tomorrow. | TRADE (Mr. Geratp BALrour, Leeds, 
Central) said he had no objection to the 
PATENT LAW AMENDMENT BILL. — | Clause. 
. | 
Considered as amended. | Clause read the first and second time, 
, , | and added. 
Me. CALDWELL (anctkekiee, aa)| =**™ 
as : Sey, ae 
ss moved the following new Clause : | po a 
“An invention covered by any patent | 

granted on an application to which Section 1 . ae a, ee | ee 

of this Act poi 1 shall not be deemed to| Rk. CAWLEY (Lancashire, Prestwich) 

have been anticipated by reason only of its | said he desired to move the Amendment 

re publication in a specification dey vosited in the | standing in his name. The effect of it 

Patent Office pursuant to an application male | would be to give the Board of Trade 

on not less than lifty years before the date of the | ‘ — hoy eiaieadh 
. application for a patent therefor or of ite | more Pe lan they now possesser 
son publication in a provisional specitication of any | Under the Bill as it stood, the Board of 
date not followed by a complete specification.” ' Trade had the power to dismiss a petition 
VOL. CXL [Fourra Series. | Q) 
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or refer it tothe Judicial Committee of the 
Privy Council, but that Committee was a 
very expensive tribunal, perhaps even more 
expensive than the High Court, and in the 
interests of small manufacturers especially, 
the Board of Trade ought to have power 
to grant a patent. He moved the Amend- 
ment in the interests of the small manu- 
facturers, of whom there were several in 
his constituency, and he thought unless 
some Amendment of this nature was 
added to the Bill, small manufacturers 
would be left very much in the position 
they were at present. He moved princi- 
pally in the interests of the aniline colour 
trade, and he thought it was necessary 
that the House should know something 
about how that trade had been conducted 
beforethey cametoa decisionon thematter. 
That trade was initiated in this country, 
the raw material came from this country, 
and most of the product was consumed in 
this country, yet nine-tenths of the trade 
was done on the Continent, principally by 
Germans, He thought it was a little 
humiliating to this country that we should 
allow a trade, of which the raw material 
was supplied in this country and the pro- 
duct consumed here, to go to Germany. 
He thought also it was some reflection 
upon the Board of Trade that they had 
not seen that English manufacturers were 
not placed at a disadvantage, as they had 
been, Outofevery hundred patents granted 
in this country forty were not applied for 
in Germany, and, if applied for, were not 
granted. The result was that Germans 
came to this country, got patents, 
manufactured the article in Germany, and 
the British consumer had to pay a very 
large price for it, because it could not be 
manufactured here, whereas the consumer 
in Germany could get it at half the price 
the consumer had to pay here. He 
wanted to show that if the Bill remained 
as it was the small manufacturers in this 
country would have no chance. Take a 
man with £1,0U0 or £2,000 capital, who 
wanted to make a colour that was already 
manufactured in Germany. He wanted 
the ingredients for that colour, and he 
went to the Board of Trade. The Board 
of Trade would say, “Oh, yes, make a 
primi fucie case out, and we will refer 
it to the Privy Council.” What was 
the trader's remedy ? He had to start 
a lawsuit before the most expensive 
tribunal in the country before he could 
get it. That was prohibitive to any 
small manufacturer, for the whole of his 
Mr, Cauley, 


(COMMONS! 


Amendment Bill, 444 


capital might be swallowed up in law 
costs. Therefore, it would be well if the 
Board of Trade had power not merely to 
dismiss a patent, but to grant one. ” At 
present they had only power to dismiss 
and power to refer to the Privy Council, 
He wanted to see the Board of Trade take 
the small British manufacturer under 
their care, as against the foreigner who 
had been abusing our country for years 
and years, and if the Board would take 
our commerce under their care, we 
should not have so much to complain of 
as regarded foreign competition as we 
had had in the past. 


Amendment proposed — 


‘In page 3, line 6, to leave out the words 
from the word ‘ Trade,’ to end of sub-Section 
2, and insert the words ‘may either dismiss 
or allow the petitition, or refer it to the 
Judicial Committee of the Privy Council. 

“ When the Board of Trade allows a petition, 
it may order the patentee to grant licences, or 
may revoke the patent, in the same manner and 
on the same conditions as the Judicial Com. 
mittee is hereinafter empowered to make such 
order or to revoke a patent. 

* Any decision or order of the Board of Trade 
under this sub-Nection, other than an order re- 
ferring a petition, shall be subject to appeal to 
the Judicial Committee, who shail have full 
power to confirm, alter, or reverse the same. 

“When a petition is referred, or taken on 
appeal to the Judicial Committee, the Board of 
Trade shall make a report to the Judicial 
Committee setting forth such particulars as it 
shall think fit, and the same shall be forthwith 
communicated to all parties interested.’”—(Mr. 
Canwk Y.) 


Question proposed, “That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Bill.” 


Mr. BRIGG said he wished to support 
the Amendment, the object of which was 
to simplify and cheapen, as far as possible, 
the means of obtaining a patent. Many 
small inventors were now prevented from 
obtaining a patent because of _ the 
expense. At present the Board of Trade 
had the power to dismiss a petition, but 
they should also be given power to grant 
a petition, with the right of appeal to the 
Judicial Committee of the Privy Council. 
He did not know how far the Board of 
Trade would feel justified in taking on 
itself the duty it was now asked to take, 
but anything that could be done to helpa 
small inventor ought to be done. The 
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Amendment deserved the consideration 
of the Board of Trade and of the House 
in order that the industry of the country 
might be helped as far as possible. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR said the 

rticular modification desired by the 
hon. Member for Prestwich was very 
fully discussed in the Committee upstairs 
and rejected, as he thought, for excellent 
reasons. What the Bill proposed was 
that applications should, in the first 
instance, be made to the Board of Trade, 
who could then act the part of 
conciliator between the patentee and 
those who were seeking for a licence 
li the parties were unable to come to an 
agreement with the assistance of the 
Board of Trade, the Board of Trade 
might, if in its opinion there was a 
prima fucie case, refer the petition to the 
Privy Council, and the Privy Council 
decided at once #nd for all. Until the 
petition was referred to the Privy 
Council no expense of any kind was 
involved upon either of the parties, but 
heimagined that, in the case of the small 
manufacturers of whom the hon. 
Member spoke, it would be possible for 
the Board of Trade to bring the parties 
together, in the majority of instances at 
al events. But if it were not possible to 
bring them together, it was open 
to the patentee to appeal to the Privy 
Council against the decision of the 
Board of Trade if it were in favour of the 
applicant; and if that were done it was 
obvious that the small manufacturer 
would gain nothing, because he would 
necessarily have to appear before the 
very tribunal the expense of which was 
made the reason for recommending the 
hon. Member’s scheme. 


Mr. CAWLEY said that his idea was 
to throw the onus on the patentee, 
instead of on the applicant. 
were thrown on the foreign patentee, it 
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lie on the patentee of proving that the 
reasonable requirements of the public in 
respect of the invention had been satisfied. 
The Bill did throw that onus on 
the patentee, but the effect of the 
hon. Member’s scheme, if it were carried, 
would be this-the Board of Trade 
would not accept the task of deciding 
upon matters in which very great pecuni- 
ary interests were constantly involved 
without referring them to a tribunal 
constituted ad hoc. There would be an 
arbitrator whose expenses would have to 
be paid, and there would be the expenses 
of counsel, and the result would be that, 
where a case was carried from the de- 
cision of the Board of Trade to the Privy 
Council, so far from the expenses being 
diminished, they would be doubled. In 
the first place there would be the expense 
of the arbitrator appointed by the Board 
of Trade, and in the second place there 
would be the expense of a trial before 
the Judicial Committee of the Privy 
Council. The object of the Amendments 
which the Government introduced into 
the Bill in Committee was to diminish 
the expenses as far as possible, and with 
that view they had arranged that there 
should be only one trial of these matters 
before a court, and that from that court 
there should be no appeal, and it was 
obvious that if there was to beno appeal 
the court should be a strong and a 
satisfactory court. He believed they 
could not get a better court for the 
purpose than the Privy Council, and it 
was for that reason the Government 
substituted the Privy Council for the 
High Court. His own belief was that 
under the procedure which the Bill now 
contemplated, namely, a petition in the 
first instance to the Board of Trade and 
an attempt to bring the parties together, 
and, if that attempt failed, leaving it 


‘open to appeal to the Privy Council, 


they would get at once the cheapest and 


/ most satisfactory procedure available. 


If the onus | 


would be a very different case altogether. | 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR said that 


the hon. Member was mixing up two | 


things. 
Committee, if the patented article were 
manufactured abroad, the onus would 


Under the Bill as it left the | °™ ‘ 
suitable tribunal for trying matters of 


| Amendment. 


Mr. CALDWELL said that a 
deal had been said in favour of the 
He was afraid that the 
President of the Board of Trade thought 
that the Board of Trade was not a very 


great 


the kind mentioned in the first instance. 
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Mr. GERALD BALFOUR said that 


the hon. Member was entirely mistaken. 


He might remind him that the Com- | 


mittee on whose Report the Bill was 
founded expressly recommended that the 


Board of ‘Trade should not be entrusted | 
any longer with the decision of these | 


important cases. 


Mr. CALDWELL said the point 
was simply to determine whether any 
invention was being worked in such a 
way as to comply with the requirements 
of the Act. That was really a matter 
for the Board of Trade, with 
experts and means of examination. The 
proposal of the Amendment was that 
when a primi facie case was made out 
the Board of Trade should take upon 
itself the responsibility of giving a 
decision on the matter. It was no use 
the Board trying to bring the parties 


together unless they had the power, in | 


the event of the parties not coming to 


an agreement, to give a decision subject | 
If that power were given | 
the probability was that the parties | 


to appeal. 


would come to an agreement. 
Question put and agreed to. 


Mr. WHITLEY moved the 
of sub-Section 2, in order that the Act 
should come into operation as soon as it 
received the Royal Assent. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR accepted the | 


Amendment. 
Amendment agreed to. 
Bill read the third time and passed. 


LOCAL AUTHORUTIES (BILLS IN 
PARLIAMENT) BILL. 


[Second ReaDING. | 
Order for Second Reading read. 
SECRETARY 


(11.0.) THe 


GRANT LAWson, Yorkshire, N.R., Thirsk), 


their | 


omission | 


TO THE | 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. | 


MONS} Bill. £48 


| in moving the second reading of this Bill, 
said it proposed to effect certain changes 
in the law which for many years had 
been urged upon successive Governments 
| by private Members on both sides of the 
House. The County Councils had no 
power under the Act of 1888 to oppose 
| private Bills in Parliament, but they had 
no power to promote such Bills, 
‘although the smallest boroughs in the 
| country were able to do so. Much in- 
‘convenience sometimes resulted from 
| this lack of power, as it was impossible 
'to have a great county scheme for any 
purpose if a Bill in Parliament was 
required to carry it out. Clause 1 gave 
to the County Councils the same power 
to promote Bills as was possessed by 
borough and urban district councils. 
The second part of the Bill dealt with 
some Amendments of the Borough Funds 
| Act of 1872. Under that Act a borough 
or urban district council had to obtain 
the consent of a meeting of Owners and 
ratepayers to the promotion of, or Opposi- 
tion to, a private Bill in Parliament, and 
a poll might be demanded by a single 
ratepayer or owner at the meeting. Ifa 
poll was demanded it was taken, not in 
| the manner in which polls were usually 
|} taken in this country, but by means of 
voting papers left at the houses of the 
electors, and subsequently collected. 
These were defects in the law which the 
Government proposed to amend. They 
proposed to continue, but in a form more 
| suitable to modern ideas, the requirement 
'of the consent of the electors as a check 
| upon the desire to promote Bills. There 
was to be a public meeting of the parochial 
electors — the widest franchise in the 
| country—at which the chairman might 
ibe required to put the Bill in’ sections, 
instead of putting it to the meeting as a 
whole, as at present. It was also proposed 
in the Bill that a poll might be demanded 
within ten days by not less than 100 
| parochial electors, or one-twentieth of 
|the electors, whichever might be the 
}smaller number. It would no longer be 
| possible for one man to put the borough 
| or district to the expense of a poll. With 
j regard to the opposing of a Bill, it was 
| possible that at very short notice opposi- 
| tion might require to be taken up, and 
| with the present complicated machinery, 


requiring twenty-one days notice and a 
meeting of the owners and ratepayers, it 
was sometimes difficult for a council to 
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oppose a Bill which they thought ought 
to be opposed in the interests of their 
constituents. The Government proposed 
that, as the opposing of a Bill was not a 
very costly matter, the meeting of owners 
and ratepayers, or of the parochial electors, 
should be dispensed with. The Bill gave 
no additional subjects for private Bill 
legislation, and did not increase the 
prospects of a large amount of money 
being spent on the promotion of private 
Bills, but would really reform certain 
defects in a somewhat antiquated method 
of procedure, 


Motion made and Question proposed — 
“That the Bill be now read a 
time.” —(VUr. Grant Lawson.) 


second 


Mr. CALDWELL congratulated the 
hon. Member on the clear manner in 
which he had described the Bill. The 
measure would undoubtedly effect a great 
improvement in regard to the County 
Councils. It had always the 
Unionist Party that had objected to the 
county councils having the power to 
promote Bills, and he was glad they had 
at last recognised the fact that these bodies 
were almost equal to having the power 
already possessed by the smallest borough 
in England. 


been 


There was a good deal of 
alvancement required in these matters, 
and he welcomed this advance because it 
was in the right direction. 
of boroughs the 


In the case 

were all 
interested, and it was inconceivable that 
there should be a Bill promoted for a 
particular locality applicable only to one 
section, In future the consent of the 
parties would have to be obtained before 
the Bill was proceeded with. A County 
Council had often to deal with matters 
which did not relate to the county as a 
whole. 


rate spayers 


Obviously in such a case it would 
not be covnenient to have a poll of the 
electors of the whole county, and there 
might be a difficulty in getting a poll for 
a section. He congratulated the hon. 
Gentleman upon the — lucid 
manner in which he had explained the 


opposite 


{21 OcrobeR 1902} 
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provisions of the Bill, and also the 
Government upon the advancement they 
were making, and he hoped they would be 
encouraged to bring forward other Bills 
of a similar character. 


(11.15.) Sin ALBERT ROLLIT thought 
the local authorities were very much in- 
debted to the right hon. Gentleman the 
President of the Local Government Board 
for effecting this real reform in 
government. 


local 
He was glad the Bill re- 
tained the principle of holding a public 
meeting, and it made this check much 
more real and effective than it had been 
in the past. Occasionally differences of 
opinion had impaired the effectiveness of 
public meetings, but now they would have 
the advantage of the poll being demanded 
by a substantial number and not by one 
single individual, who from personal 
reasons might cause an expenditure of 
something like £1,000. In Liverpool one 
individual demanded a poll, and the cost 
amounted to between £2,000 and £3,000. 
Another advantage of this Bill would be 
a reform in the system of voting. Under 
the Borough Funds Act voting papers 
had to pe delivered at each house, and 
they had to be marked by initials. 
This led to great confusion, because many 
voters put crosses, and consequently they 
did not get the real opinion of the com- 
munity. One of the great advantages 
of this measure would be that exception 
might be taken to only one part of an 
omnibus Bill without jeopardising the 
whole Bill. At the present time the 
question put to the public meeting was 
the whole Bill, whereas the new practice 
would be to divide the Bill into parts 
and then the opinion of the community 
could be taken upon any part or Clause 
of the Bill without sacrificing the re- 
mainder. The right to oppose Bills was 
an inherent one, but this Bill would put 
the matter beyond doubt, and that would 
be an improvement. He disputed the 
contention of the hon. Member for Mid 
Lanark, that those sitting on the Minis- 
terial Benches were unwilling to promote 
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measures of this kind for the welfare of 
the communities to which they belonged. 
He was glad to see that in regard to this 
House were 
agreed, and he believed that this Bill 


measure both sides of the 


would effect a real reform in local 
government. 
Mr. HENRY HOBHOUSE said he 


wished to say a word or two about the 
first part of the Bill. He desired to thank 
the President of the Local Government 
Board for enabling County Councils to 
promote Bills in Parliament. This power 
had already been conferred upon small 
towns in the country. Many hon. Mem- 
bers some time ago endeavoured to get a 
second reading for a Bill of this character, 
and they were thankful to the Govern- 
ment for achieving that which had now 
become impossible for ordinary private 
Members to do. No matter how zealous 
hon. Gentlemen opposite might profess 
themselves to be in regard to legislation 
of this kind, it was an unfortunate fact 
that when Bills of this character were 
promoted by hon. Members on the Minis- 


terial side extending the powers of County | 


Councils, they were apt to be objected to 
by hon. Gentlemen opposite on some 
mysterious principle. It was only when 
the responsible Government from time to 
time introduced Bills of this character 


that they could get these reforms carried. 


Mr. CALDWELL said that in the case 
of private Members’ legislation the Bill 
went through very often without any 
discussion, and he should always object to 
that course. 


Mr. HENRY HOBHOUSE replied 
that the House was perfectly competent 
to discuss a Bill without objecting after 

Sir Albert Lollit. 
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twelve oclock, but it had now become 
impossible to carry such measures after 
twelve o'clock owing to objections raised 
by hon. Members opposite. [An Hon. 
Member: What about Banbury.| He 
was glad to think that the practice of 
throwing on private Members the risk of 
having to promote Bills was no longer to 
continue. 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER (Staf- 
ford, Lichfield) said he wished tojoin in the 
congratulations to the President of the 
Local Government Board in regard to this 
Bill, but he did not think the speech 
which had just been made was quite fair. 
Bills had been objected to just as often 
on the opposite side of the House, and very 
near to the Treasury Bench, and it was 
not fair to make that sort of accusation 
apply to one side of the ilouse. With 
regard to the poll, he thought the 
number, fixed at 100, ought to be reduced 


He 


confidence 


to a more reasonable figure. was 


willing to put absolute 
in the elected representatives, but he 
did not think it ought to be such 
a difficult matter to demand a poll as 
this Bill would make it. To get 100 
signatures would be a very difficult thing, 
especially before the ratepayers had been 
educated on the subject. He suggested 
that 25, or at the most 50, signatures 


would be ample. 


Mr. POWER (Waterford, E.) asked 
whether the Bill applied to Ireland. 


Tue PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. WALTER 
Long, Bristol, $.): No. 


Mr. POWER thought there were many 
provisions in the Bill which would be 
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very useful in Ireland. He did not see two sentences upon this Bill. As Irish 
why the Bill should not apply to that Members were aware, the fisheries of 
country. Ireland were a great national asset. At 
one time they were worth £400,000 a 

Mr. WALTER LONG said the hon, Year, and though at the present time 
Member knew that legislation of this they were not worth so much, they were 
kind had always been confined to that Setting back to their former value. 
part of the country affected by the Acts Therefore this Bill dealt with a subject of 
it was proposed to amend. He had no sreat importance to Ireland. In recent 
objection to the extension of the Bill to Ye@s in this country, and perhaps more 
Ireland, and if the hon. Gentleman pro- particularly in America, scientific in- 
posed it, he should consult with his right vestigations had proved that regulations 
hon. friend the Chief Secretary and be fer the protection of fisheries had an im- 
guided by his views. He thought the mediate effect in increasing the value of 
hon. Member for Lichfield rather mis- this great national asset. The Bill pro- 
understood the situation in reference to Yided in place of the complicated set of 
the number of electors being fixed at PFevisions now in vogue that the cost of 
100. The object in lees eee that legal investigation should be borne in 
County Councils and corporations should future by moneys voted hy Parliament, 
be allowed to carry out their wishes | 22d this was only limited by some very 
unless a substantial number of parochial ‘light safeguards to prevent frivolous 


electors were opposed to their proposals, , “°° being brought forward. The Bill 
and to reduce the number as suggested also contained precautionary provisions, 
by the hon. Member would not help this in regard to those persons who claimed 
object at all. As the hon. Member for rights because they exercised their right 
Islington had said, boroughs were often Of fishing three times a year. He had 
put to great expense and inconvenience #ready referred to the great value 
by polls demanded by one person, who of scientific investigation. Some people 
very often was a cantankerous member pretended that they were conducting 
of the community. He was glad to find scientific investigations who were really 
that there was agreement on both sides , doing nothing of the kind. In the third 
of the House in regard to this Bill. Clause precautions were taken to see that 
those who were making scientific investi- 
| gations were deing so, in order to search 


Question put and agreed to. | . 
. P 7 | for truth and not for profit. 
Bill read a second time and committed 


. Motion made, and Question proposed, 
for Monday next. 


“That the Bill be now read a second 


‘time.” Debate arising. 
FISHERIES (IRELAND) BILL. | 


Order for Second Reading read. 
Mr. POWER said this Bill dealt with 
questions of vast importance, and if, in 
(11.30.) Tue CHIEF SECRETARY | the past, more attention had been given 
ron IRELAND (Mr. WynpuAm, Dover) | to affording proper facilities to fishermen, 


said he felt it his duty to say one or | she fisheries might have been made a 
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source of great income to Ireland. 
both inland and sea fisheries had, like 
everything else under English rule in 
While he ad- 
mitted that this subject was one of very 


Ireland, dwindled away. 


great importance, he wished to enter his 
protest against legislation of this kind 
being taken at the fag end of a debater 
without proper opportunities being given 
He 


was not at present in a position to say 


for considering the pros and cons. 


whether this Bill would work out in the 
interests of the fisheries of Ireland or not. 
All the legislation which the right hon. 
Gentleman and his predecessors had 
brought forward, with regard to the 
inland and sea fisheries of Ireland, had 
always been brought forward at the fag 
Last year 


Bill 


dealing with the fisheries of Ireland, 


end of a sitting or a session. 


the Chief Secretary introduced a 
which they were asked to pass with little 
They 


ought to be given a fair opportunity of dis- 


or no opportunity for discussion. 


cussing the merits or the demerits of such 
measures, and Bills ought not to be thrown 
at them under that system with which the 
name of the Chief Secretary had become 
identified with regard to Irish legislation. 
The question raised by the Clause 2, 
so far as his constituency was concerned, 
was of considerable importance to the 
net fishers on the river, and, if that 
observation applied to his constituency, 
it applied with greater 


constituency represented by his hon. 
friend the Member for one of the 
divisions of County Cork. If he re- 


collected properly, a Committee of his 
colleagues was asked to investigate the 
merits and demerits of this Bill last 
year. They went over the Bill carefully, 
and he understood they submitted cer- 
tain Amendments to the right hon. 
Gentleman which they thought were 
Mr, Power. 


‘COMMONS! 


But | necessary to be inserted. 


force to the: 
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He was in- 
formed that the right hon. Gentleman 
met these suggestions with a jun 
possumus, and said they could not he 
acceded to. If that was the ease, the 
situation had not altered since then, 
because he believed the gentleman who 
investigated the Bill had knowledge of 
this subject, and they decided that if 
‘the Amendments they suggested were 
not adopted, the Bill, so far from doing 
good, would do harm to Ireland. 
did 
the 


them at this hour 


Under 
these conditions, he not think it 


was reasonable for right hon. 


Gentleman to expect 
‘ to go into the merits of the Bill, which, 
he said, might be of great advantage, 
or the contrary, to the interests of the 
‘fisheries. It 
matter to Members of this House. but 


might appear a_ small 
it was a matter of great importance to 
Ireland, and it was for Irish Members 
to insist on better attention being given 
to their business, and that, at any rate, 
‘if the Government did put it down, it 
should be done at a time of the session 


jand at a time of the day when they 


could fully consider the matter. As 
far as he could remember the opinion 
of his hon. friend and Leader the 


Member for Waterford, it was, that if 
the Amendments recommended by the 
asked to 
sider the Bill were not accepted by 


'Committee which was con- 
the right hon. Gentleman, they were 
bound to oppose the Bill. He would 
expect some of his friends to move 
the Adjournment of the debate in order to 
give them an opportunity of consideringa 
matter fraught with considerable import: 
ance to the men who ply the fishing 
industries. These industries were capable 
_of large developments, but they must be 


' careful how they did it, 
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Mr. SHEEHAN (Cork Co., Mid) said 
he fully 


remarks of his 


sed the 


endorsed the 


hon. friend. He also fully endor 
remark of the Chief Secretary that this 
matter was of great national importance 
Why did 


the right hon. Gentleman take steps to 


and value to Ireland. not 


make it of value by developing the fishing 
industries? The right hon. Gentleman 
sail there was at present an income of 
like £400,000, but if the 


(iovernment paid proper attention to the 


something 


development of the industries by means of 
State subsidies, there would be an income 
The Chief Secretary had 


referred to a sub-Section of Clause 1, which 


of millions. 


gave the Board of Agriculture the power 
to decide whether objections were frivolous 
or otherwise. That meant that it was to 
be in the power of this Board, which 
represented the land-owning class of 
Ireland, to refuse applications made by the 
poorest people of the country who were 
most concerned in the promotion of the 
fishing industries. He maintained if they 
were going to appoint a tribunal to decide 
whether an objection was frivolous or 
otherwise, it should be a tribunal repre- 
sentative of the people, and possessing 
their confidence. Such a tribunal would 
be found in the County Council or the 
District Council. According to the recent 
report of the Local Government Board 
these Councils had discharged their duties 
This Bill had been 
submitted to the House without proper 
They did not 
know how far it went, and how far it 
would benefit the 


they did know that it was aimed at pre- 


faithfully and well. 
explanation as to its scope. 
fishermen class, but 
serving the rights of the land-owning 


Ireland. The 


about frivolous complaints and the denial 


interests in statement 


of expenses was not directed against 


people who were wealthy and able to pay | 
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their way, but against poor people who 


458 


were supposed to make their living out of 
The Trish Members had 
not been given proper time to consider 
the Bill. 


the industries. 


Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL (Kerry, 
W.) said hon. Members for Ireland whose 
the 


fishing industries along the coast and in 


constituencies were interested in 


rivers, considered the Bill last session and 


suggested certain Amendments which 
were put down on the Paper. The 


Amendments were all rejected by the 
Chief Secretary, and the Bill for the time 
was dropped. Now they were asked at 
this late hour, and with little or no oppor- 
tunity for preparation, to discuss this 
very important question, and to deal with 
a Bill which included in its scope the 
repeal or alteration of all the Acts of 
Parliament relating to the Irish fisheries 
passed between 1842 and 1901. 
ridiculous ; it was impossible. 


It was 
One of 
the mostimportant Amendmentssuggested 
to the right hon. Gentleman gave to the 
County Councils of Ireland, which were 
directly responsible to the people, and 
were most anxious to develop the fisheries, 
representation on the Board that managed 
the fisheries. ‘That Amendment was not 
accepted, and until the County Councils 
got some representation on the Board, the 
Nationalist Members would persist in 
opposing the Bill, even though they might 
feel that a great change was necessary— 
and that the fisheries could not be deve- 
loped until there was an alteration of the 
law. He moved the adjournment of the 


debate. 


Motion made, and question proposed, 
“That the debate be now adjourned.” — 
(Mr. Thomas O’ Donnell.) 

R 
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*Mr. JOYCE (Limerick) seconded the | serving the interests of the poor fishermen 


Motion. He said that during the past 
two sessions the hon. and learne | Member 
for Waterford had 


drawn attention to the practice of intro- 


on many occasions 
ducing Bills at a late hour, and trying to 
run them through the House in a hugger- 
That be 
allowed without severe and just criticism 
The 


ChiefSecretary,in his most honeyed accents, 


mugger fashion. would not 


on the part of the Irish Members. 


had stated that this was a very good Bill, 
but when, on a former occasion, a com- 
mittee of Irish Members, who presumably 
knew something of the fisheries, submitted 
some reasonable Amendments, the right 
hon. Gentleman could not see his way to 
Well, the Irish Members 
could not see their way to let the Bill 


accept them. 


pass at this hour of the night, when it could 
not receive due and adequate discussion. 
That portion of the Bill in regard to 


on the Shannon, would be destructive of 
them. It 
increase their earnings. 


would decrease rather than 
They had been 
harried and hunted off the river enough 
already, and the legislation now proposed 
He would 


would hunt them further. 


oppose the Bill so far as in his power. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Debate to be resumed upon Thursday. 


SUPREME COURT JUDICATURE 
[Lorps]}. 


BILL 


Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 


hatcheries was very good, but the portions , 


relating to close time were too ambiguous 
altogether. They feared very much that 
the close time provisions were aimed more 
at the hardworking, poor men who had 
to make a livelihood by fishing, than at 
the riparian proprietors in whose interest, 
he believed, this Bill had been brought 
forward. What did the Board of Agri- 
culture know with regard to the inland 
or coast fisheries of Ireland! Surely it 
was a reasonable thing for the Irish 
ask that the 


Councils and Borough 


Members _ to Count y 
Councils should 
have due representation on the Board 
The Chief 


Secretary would accept everything put 


which managed the fisheries. 


forward in the interest of a certain class 
in Ireland, whose interest was inimical 
to that of the people. He represented a 


constituency interested in the greatest 


salmon and trout industry in Ireland, and 


he believed that this Bill, instead of | 


“That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 

Mr. CALDWELL objected to the 
second reading of the Bill being 


taken at this hour, and pointed out 
that it did not the 
gory described by the Prime Minister as 


come within cate- 


urgent. He moved the adjournment of 


the debate. 


Motion made, and Question, ‘‘ That the 
debate be now adjourned,”—(Mr. Cald- 
well)—put, and agreed to. 


Debate to be resumed tomorrow. 


Mr. SPEAKER, in pursuance of the 
Order of the House of the 16th October, 
adjourned the House without Question 


put. 


Adjourned at Three Minutes be- 


fore Twelve o clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Wednesday, 22nd October, 1902. 


The House met at Two of the clock. 


UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL 
BUSINESS. 


DUMBARTON CORPORATION 
(FURTHER POWERS) ORDER CON- 
FIRMATION BILL. 

Read the third time, and passed. 


PETITIONS. 

F CANADIAN CATTLE (IMPORTATION). 

* Petitions for the abolition of restrictions : 

>from Paddington; Marsden; Jarrow ; 

: Bridlington ; Hartlepool ; Carlisle ; 

: Tyldesley : Guildford ; Leicester (three) ; 

‘Great Wigston; Kirby Muxloe; Cleck- 

> heaton ; and Stevenston ; to lie upon the 

S Table. 

(ENGLAND AND WALES) 
BILL. 

Petition from Martock, against; to lie 

> upon the Table. 


© EDUCATION 


(ENGLAND AND WALES) 
BILL. 
Petitions for alteration : from Coalville ; 
: Paisley ; Banbury ; Chipping Norton ; 
: Glasgow ; Kilnhurst ; Camelon ; Bonny- 
‘bridge; Sittingbourne;  Greenstreet ; 
k Faversham ; Bridgewater ; Wensleydale ; 
. Paddington ; Marsden ; Jarrow and Heb- 


} EDUCATION 


F burn ; Bridlington; West Hartlepool ; 
} Carlisle; Guildford; Kirby Muxloe ; 
. Great Wigston; Cleckheaton: Steven- 


rston; and Swaffham and Leicester (four) ; 
F to lie upon the Table. 
FEES FOR BURIAL SERVICES IN 
PAROCHIAL CEMETERIES. 
Petition trom Bermondsey, for altera- 
tion of Law; to lie upon the Table. 


MARINE INSURANCE BILL. 
Petition from Leith, in fayour ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


PRL VENTION OF CORRUPTION IN 
TRADE. 

Petitions for legislation: from Coal- 
ville ; Bridgewater ; Faversham ; Paisley ; 
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Godalming; Banbury ; Chipping Norton ; 
Kilnhurst; Camelon; Lennoxtown ; 
Bonny bridge ; Sittingbourne ; Teynham ; 
Marsden; Harrow Road; Jarrow ; 
Bridlington; Hartlepool; — Carlisle ; 
Guildford ; Leicester (three) ; Great Wig- 
ston; Kirby Muxloe; Cleckheaton ; and 
Stevenston ; to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 
SUNDAY BILL. 
Petitions in favour: from Deddington : 
and Guildford ; to lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETVU. 


CROFTERS’ HOLDINGS (SCOTLAND) 
ACTS. 


Copy presented, of Report to the 
Secretary for Scotland by the Crofters 
Commission on the social condition of 
the people of Lewis in 1901 [by Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table. 

QUESTIONS AND ANSIVERS 
CIRUULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


India—Claims of Sirdar Balvant 
Ramchandra Natu. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): To 
ask the Secretary of State for India 
whether the claims of Sirdar Balvant 
Ramchandra Natu, of Poona, which were 
sent to the Secretary of the Governor of 
jombay on 25th August, 1901, have yet 
been considered. 


(Answered by Secretary Lord George 
Hamilton.) The answer is in the affirma- 
tive. On the 15th July last Sirdar 
Balvant Ramchandra Natu was informed 
that, as his communication of the 25th 
August, 1901, purported to be a notice 
under the Civil Procedure Code, Sec. 424, 
of his intention to file a suit against the 
Government, no further orders were 
deemed necessary. 


Indian Volunteers at the Coronation. 

Sir SEYMOUR KING (Hull, Central): 
To ask the Secretary of State for India 
if he will say whether Government ser- 
vants who took privilege leave in order to 
join the Indian Volunteer Contingent 
which came home for the Coronation have 
been informed that they will not receive 
any pay for the extra period of their 

bs) 
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detention at home in consequence of the 
King’s illness ; and on what grounds this 
decision has been arrived at. 


Questions, 


(Answered by Secretary Lord George 
Hamilton.) Tam not aware that any such 
action has been taken by the Government 
of India, but I will make inquiries. 


Agricultural Banks in India. 

Mr. WEIR: To ask the Secretary of 
State for India, if he will state what 
steps have been taken with a view to 
the establishment of agricultural banks 
in the various districts of India; have 
any such banks yet been established ; 
and, if so, will he say where. 


(Answered by Secretary Lord George 
Hamilton.) The Government of India 
appointed a Committee to examine and 
report on various schemes for establish- 
ing a general system of agricultural 
banks. The Comittee reported in the 
autumn of 1901, and its recommendations 
are under consideration by the Govern- 


ment of India in communicat on with 
the local governments. Agricultural 


banks have been experimentally started 
in several districts in the United Provinces 
of Agra and Oudh; but I have no 
statistics on the subject, nor can I say 
what action has been taken to establish 
such banks in other provinces in advance 
of the general scheme. 


Carriage of Petroleum on Railways. 

Mr. SCOTT MONTAGU (Hampshire, 
New Forest): To ask the President of 
the Board of Trade whether he is aware 
of the new regulations proposed by the 
railway companies with reference to 
the carrying of petroleum spirit or 
petrol, making the consignors or con- 
signees personally responsible for all 
claims directly or indirectly caused 
through the carriage of the said goods ; 
and whether, in view of the fact that 
for many years these articles have been 
carried without any damage or accident, 
he will approach the railway companies 
with a view to the modification of the 
new regulations. 


(Answered by Mr. Gerald Balfour.) I 
have no information as to the new 
regulations referred to, but if my hon. 
friend will furnish me with particulars 
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(Juestions. 


‘{ will consider whether the Board of 
Trade can usefully approach the raiiway 
companies in the matter. 


Imperial Yeomanry—Machine Guns, 

Mer. W. F. D. SMITH (Strand, West- 
minster): To ask the Secretary of State 
for War whether he will state when the 
issue of machine guns to regiments of 
the Imperial Yeomanry will be com- 
pleted; and to how many regiments 
has the gun been already issued. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
It was not found possible to make pro- 
vision in the current Estimates for the 
sum required for the issue of machine 
guns to all the Imperial Yeomanry. Up 
to date ten regiments have received 
guns, and four more are being supplied, 


Army Certificates of Character. 

Mr. DAVID MACIVER (Liverpodl, 
Kirkdale): To ask the Secretary of State 
for War, with reference to the parch- 
ment certificate of character (Army 
Form B 2077) given to all soldiers who 
served in Soutn Africa, whether he is 
aware that a rule exists that the men 
receiving these certificates should not 
permit them to leave their possession; 
and, seeing that the Post Office author. 
ities have published a notice calling 
upon all of its staff returning from the 
Front to produce the certificates for the 
inspection of supervising officers, will he 
state if the men are entitled to obey this 
order. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
My hon. friend has been misinformed. 
There is no rule whatever forbidding 
soldiers to part with their character 
parchment certificate for proper pur- 
poses, and the Post Office authorities 
are exercising a very wise precaution 
in calling upon the men to produce theit 
certificates. 


Imperial Yeomanry —Scarlet Fever 
in Natal. 

CotoneL WELBY (Taunton): To ask 
the Secretary of State for War, whether 
he is aware that recently a battalion of 
Imperial Yeomanry infected with scarlet 
fever was moved into Newcastle, Natal, 
and no proper precautions of isolation 
taken; that the battalion remained 
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infected, and communicated the fever to 
other corps there, while fresh troops 
were moved into the place; that before 
the battalion was isolated a considerable 
force of all arms was infected, with the 
result that Indian drafts cannot be sent 
away, and illness and inconvenience have 
been caused; and whether he will cause 
inquiry to be made with a view to learn- 
ing what medical officers are to blame. 


(Answered by Mr, Secretary Brodrick.) 
Iam aware of the outbreak of scarlet 
fever among the troops at Newcastle, 
but I have no information at present of 
the cause. Measures have been taken to 
secur proper isolation. JI have no in- 
formation to the effect that drafts for 
India have been delayed. I am causing 
inquiries to be made as to the origin of 
the fever. 


Alleged Improper Sales at Remount 
Farms in South Africa. 


CotoneEL WELBY: To ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether, in 
his inquiries concerning the remount 
farms at Clark’s Siding, South Africa, 
he will ascertain whether £1,000 worth 
of potatoes were grown on those farms 
during the Government leases and gold 
to private advantage ; also, whether the 
lessor was allowed to cha ge extra rent 
for stables, houses, and other buildings 
which were covered by the leases. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
The inquiries being made will include 
these points. 


Remounts—Lord Lonsdale’s Position. 

Mr. H. C. RICHARDS (Finsbury, EF.) : 
To ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether the Earl of Lonsdale was 
employed by him, or by his authority, in 
the supervision or purchase of reimounts, 
and in what capacity ; and does the War 
(tice intend to confine its purchases to 
the ranks of commissioned  ofticers, and 
to reject all outside expert advice or 
experience, 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
Lord Lonsdale was employed under the 
authority of the Yeomanry Committee in 
December, 1899. It has been considered 
desirable mainly to employ commissioned 
officers in connection with remount work, 
but there is no intention whatever of 
rejecting outside advice and experience. 
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Parliamentary and Municipal Representa- 
tion for Limited Trading Companies— 
Practice in the Colonies. 


Mr. H. C. RICHARDS: To ask the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies if he 
would lay upon the Table of the House 
any information he may have received 
from the self-governing Colonies on the 
position of limited trading companies 
as to Parliamentary and municipal re- 
presentation, with a view to showing 
whether such companies are entitled to 
vote by their directors or officers, and, 
if so, on what franchise ; and as to the 
difference between municipal and Parlia- 
mentary representation ; and if the lists 
of voters are prepared by a public or 
private authority ; and whether revision 
courts are held, and by whom, for the 
consideration of claims to the Parlia- 
mentary and municipal electorai list. 


Questions. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Chamber- 
luin.) I will give the information that I 
have received from the Colonies on this 
subject in reply to the questions suggested 
by the hon. Member. 


Pacific Islanders Resident in Queensland 
-Exemption from terms of Pacific 
Islands Labourers Act. 

Sir BRAMPTON GURDON (Norfolk, 
N.): To ask the Secretary of State for 
the Colonies, with reference to his despatch 
addressed to the Governor of Queensland 
on the 30th August, 1902, whether he can 
inform the House as to the steps taken 
by His Majesty’s Government to  safe- 
guard the interests of Pacific Islanders 
who have become residents of Queensland, 
and who will be liable, under the Pacifie 
Islands Labourers Act, to exclusion from 
the privileges acquired by them as subjects 
of the Crown, 


(Ansivered by Mr. Sveretary Chamberlain ) 
The necessity of dealing carefully with 
the interests of Pacific Islanders who 
have become resident in Queensland has 
been strongly pressed on the Common- 
wealth Government, and [ am confident 
that they will carry out the law in a 
liberal spirit. A Despatch from the 
Governor General on the subject is on its 
way. I may add that I am not aware 
that any of these labourers have become 
subjects of the Crown. 

Flags on Private and Public Buildings. 

Mr. MARTIN (Worcestershire, Droit- 
wich): To ask the First Lord of the 

$2 
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Treasury whether he will consider the 
advisability of issuing a warrant defining 
what is the correct flag to be flown on 
land by civilians, and what flag should be 
flown on public buildings and at schools 
in Great Britain and in the Colonies. 


(Answered by Mr. A.J. Balfour.) The 
questions which have been raised as to the 
proper use of flags have received careful 
consideration by the Government, but 
they are unable to adopt the course sug- 
gested. Nor does it appear desirable to 
undertake the legislation which would be 
necessary in order to regulate the general 
use by civilians, or any class of civilians, 
of any particular flag on land. It is a 
matter which is best left, as hitherto, to 
the guidance of custom and good taste. 


Education Bill—Ministers of Religion on 
the Central Educational Authority. 
Mr. FREDERICK WILSON (Norfolk, 
Mid): To ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury if ministers of religion, who 
are precluded by law from serving on 
Town Councils, will be deprived by the 
Education Bill of the possibility of serv- 
ing on the central educational authority. 


(Answered by Mr. AL J. Balfour.) 
Clergymen of the Church of England, 
Priests of the Roman Catholie Church, 
and Noneconformist Ministers—(«) Can 
be members of County Councils; (/) 
Cannot be members of Town Councils ; 
(-) Can be members of the Edueation 
Committee of the local education author- 
itv. 


(2.15.) VUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


South African War—Charges Against 
British Officers. 

Mr. PIRLE (Aberdeen, N.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether his attention has been called to 
the charges, based upon sworn evidence 
read out in the Cape Parliament on the 
28th August last by Mr. Merriman, 
against two British officers, stationed at 
Graatf Reinet, to the effect that they 
attempted in May last to induce a British 
subject, Paul Michan, by offering to 
withdraw certain charges against him, to 
give evidence of treasonable practices 
against Mr. Merriman and other members 
of the Cape Parliament; that, 
Michan’s refusing to do so, he had been 
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thrown into prison after peace had been 
Ceclared ; and that on the same day 
charges against the same ofticers were 
made in the Cape Parliament by Mr. de 
Waal—which he offered to substantiate 
upon oath—the statement made to him 
personally by two Cape Colonists that 
similar inducements to give evidence were 
held out to them when in prison; and 
will he say whether the officers in ques. 
tion have been given an opportunity to 
make any explanation as to these charges : 
and, if so, when and with what results. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild 
ford): I have no information on this 
subject beyond the published accounts of 
the proceedings in the Cape Parliament 
on the 28th August. A report will be 
called for. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, S,): 
Does the right hon. Gentleman know the 
names of these two officers ? because I do, 


Army Schoolmasters. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): | 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether, in view of the Report of the 
Inter- Departmental Committee relative 
to Army schoolmasters, arrangements 
have yet been made for an adequate supply 
of teachers for Army schools ; will he say 
whether children attending any of these 
schools receive denominational —instrue- 
tion; and, if so, will he state how that 
instruction is controlled. 


Mr. BRODRICK : The provision of an 
adequate supply of teachers depends on 
the creation of increased accommodation 
at the Duke of York’s school, which is 
under consideration. A special examina- 
tion, however, will be held in Decembei 
to increase the supply of teachers. As 
regards the rest of the Question, ministers 
of any denomination belonging to places 
of worship to which the troops march on 
Sundays, or their authorised curates, are 
at liberty to attend at the school for an 
hour on one or two days a week to give 
religious instruction to children of their 
respective persuasions. 


Coronation Medal for Soldiers Sent Home 
for the Coronation. 


Mason RASCH (Essex, Chelmsford): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State fol 
War whether the Regulars, who with the 
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Colonials were sent home from South 
Africa in the “ Bavarian” for the Corona- 
tion, will, as well as the Colonials and 
Yeomanry, receive the Coronation medal. 


Mr. BRODRICK : 


The reply is in the 
negative, 


The Colonials were contingents 
duly accredited to this country to take 
part in the Coronation, which they sub 
seyuently did, and therefore received the 
medal. The Regulars and Yeomanry 
representative units, owing to the post- 
ponement, did not take part in the 
Coronation, and therefore did not receive 
the medal. It should be remembered 
that the Coronation medal is a personal 
gift from the King, and the War Ottice 


has no control over the distribution. 


Mason RASCH: The men were duly 
selected, and it was not their fault that 
they were not present. 


Army Reserve. 

sin CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether he can 
state the present position of the Army 
Reserve, and the effect on the numbers of 
the Reserve of the new proposals for the 
re-engagement of time-expired men. 


Mr. BRODRICK: It would be very 
misleading to give any figures at the 
present moment, as many men are on 
jurlough and have not yet joined the 
Reserve. The number of men who have 
rejoined the colours is at present very 
mall. I hope to have approximately 
accurate figures as to the condition of the 
Reserve at the beginning of December. 


Sanitation at Hong Kong. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for the Colonies whether 
he has yet received the full Reports of 
the medical and sanitary experts, 
Professor Simpson and Mr. Robert 
Chadwick, who recently visited Hong 
Kong in connection with the plague ; 
and will he say whether it is proposed to 
remove some of the slum property in 
the Chinese quarter of the city, with a 
view to secure improved drainage and 
suthicient ventilation. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
tHE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): The answer to the 
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first part of the Question is in the 
negative; no general scheme for the 
removal of insanitary property in Hong 
Kong is at present before me. 


Congo Free State—Frontier Delimitation, 

Mr, GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs what reason has been 
assigned by the German Government 
for the forcible seizure in September, 
1900, bya German force, of that portion 
of the Congo Free State which had 
been leased by King Leopold of Belgium 
to Great Britain in 1894, and which was 
subsequently abandoned by Great Britain 
in deference to French and German 
objections; and do His Majesty's 
Government propose to acquiesce in that 
seizure. 


THE UNDER SECRETARY or STATE 
ROF FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Lord Cran- 
BORNE, Rochester): As I have already 
explained to my hon. friend onJune 2nd 
last, the information we have received 
from the German Government does not 
include any mention of the incidents 
referred to in the Question. A delimita- 
tion of frontier in the region referred to 
is undoubtedly in course of being carried 
out. We have no reason to believe that 
Congolese rights over territory 
tiguous to our Protectorate have been 
affected. 


con- 


Great Britain and Germany —Secret 
Treaty. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I beg to ask 
the Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs, whether a secret treaty exists 
between Great Britain and Germany ; 
and, if so, whether His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment propose at some, and, if so, at what 
future time, to communicate its terms 
to Parliament. 


Lorp CRANBORNE: I am afraid | 
can only reply to my hon. friend to the 
same effect as in my answer upon the 
Second Reading of the Appropriation 
Bill, namely, that if there be such treaty, 
in the nature of the case I am precluded 
from communicating its terms. I hope 
that even if he finds this answer unsatis- 
factory, he will recognise that I can give 
no other. 
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Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: The inevit- 


able inference from this is that there is 
such a treaty. 


Questions. 


Germany and South Africa—Portuguese 
Possessions. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWES : I beg to ask 
the Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment have made any treaty or convention 
or come to any agreement with Germany 
relative to Portuguese possessions in 
South Africa; if so, have the terms of 
any such treaty, convention, or agree- 
ment, been communicated to Portugal ; 
and will they be communicated to this 
House, 2nd when. 


Lorp CRANBORNE: My right hon. 
friend and predecessor replied to a similar 
Question by my hon. friend on lst 
February, 1900.7 If I assure my hon. 
friend that it is impossible for me to 
make a fuller reply than was given upon 
that occasion, I hope he will accept it. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: May I 
assume from that, that since that reply, 
no treaty engagements have been made 
with Germany in regard to Portuguese 
possessions in South Africa ? 


Lorp CRANBORNE: I am afraid I 


must ask for notice. 


Condition of European Turkey. 

Mr. STEVENSON (Sutfolk, Eye): I 
beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs whether he will now 
lay upon the Table copies of the Reports 
addressed to Sir Nicholas O’Conor 
during the past eighteen months by His 
Majesty's consular officers in Macedonia ; 
and whether he is able to give any in- 
formation as to communications 
addressed by the Powers to the Porte 
with reference to the condi ion of 
European Turkey. 


Lorp CRANBORNE: _ is Majesty’s 
Government will consider whether the 
Papers mentioned can be presented. 
His Majesty’s Government have urged 
on the Porte that while adequate 
measures should be taken for preventing 
disorders, anything in the nature of ex- 
cessive or indiscriminate severity should 


+See (4) Debates, Ixxviii., 282. 
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be carefully avoided. They believe that 
similar advice has been given by other 
Powers. 


Transvaal Loan. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I beg to ask 
Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer 
whether His Majesty’s Government 
propose to introduce during this session 
a Bill guaranteeing a Transvaal loan; 
and, if so, can he state the purposes to 
which the proceeds of that loan are pro- 
posed to be applied. 


*Tn—E CHANCELLOR or tHe EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr. Ritrcnigz, Croydon): 
No, Sir, it is not proposed to introduce a 
Transvaal Loan Bill this session. When 
one is introduced, of course the informa- 
tion for which the hon. Gentleman asks 
will be given. 


Registration Duty on Cereals. 

Mr. JASPER MORE (Shropshire, 
Ludlow): I beg to ask the President of 
the Board of Agriculture whether the 
registration duty on imported cereals is 
paid on the quarter or the hundred- 
weight. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: If the hon. Member 
will look at the Schedule to the Finance 
Act, he will see that the duties on grain, 
etc., are calculated by the hundred- 
weight. 


Corn Returns. 

Mr. JASPER MORE: I beg to ask 
the President of the Board of Agriculture 
if he is aware that farmers are anxious 
to have official returns of malting, as dis- 
tinguished from grinding, barley ; whether 
there is any objection to ordering this 
double return as well as the present 
average composed of both ; and, whether 
the same separate returns could be given 
of the best wheat as well as of inferior 
wheat. 


THE PRESIDENT or THE BOARD oF 
AGRICULTURE (Mr. Hansury, Pres- 
ton): The suggestion made by my hon. 
friend is one which has frequently been 
considered, although I have not recently 
received any representations from agricul- 
tural organisations on the subject. It 
was found to be very difficult, as I think 
my hon. friend would agree, to draw any 
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clear line of demarcation even between Stornoway Mail Service. 
malting and grinding barley, and in the Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Post- 
case Of wheat there is only a mere | master General if he will state on how 
graduation from good to inferior. The many occasions during the last three 
increased labour involved in the prepara-| months the Stornoway mail steamer 
tion of separate returns as proposed would | hag been late in her arrival in Storno- 
— pe very es “ —_- way, and at Kyle and Mallaig on the 
ation for the purpose of amending the midi = wl den ; 
Corn Returns Ate cae be bonne but ee Po tg Phy A — 
neither of them are insuperable objections | jalf-an-hour, and whether the penalty 
if my hon. friend can show that the| clause has ever been enforced; and, if 
proposal is feasible and of real importance. | not, will he explain why this has not 
As at present advised, I am afraid that it | Laie Ausie P - 4 
is not practicable for me to give effect to | , 
my hon. friend's proposals. Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
During July, August, and September 
Religious Tests for Post Office Servants. | last the mail steamer from Kyle reached 
Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): [beg | Stornoway more than thirty minutes 
to ask the Postmaster General if his| late nearly every day, but on nearly 
attention has been called to an advertise- | every occasion the mail train from the 
ment in the Belfast News Letter of 13th | south was late in arriving at Kyle— 
September for a young lady (Presbyterian) | freyuently more than half-an-hour late. 
to take full charge ot telegraph (sounder |In the reverse direction the contract 
instrument) and postal duties at Leenane, | service ends at Kyle, and the steamer 
county Galway, will he say whether it is | reached that place late on nine occasions 
the rule of the Department that religious | only during the period in question, on 
tests are not to be applied ; and can he) seyen of which the lateness exceeded 
say what is the proportion of Presby-| half-an-hour. The penalty clause in the 
terians to Roman Catholics in the village | contract has not been enforced, as it was 
in question. | not considered to apply to the delays in 
question. At the same time, | am not 
Tue POSTMASTER GENERAL (Mr. | satisfied with the manner in which the 
AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN, Worcestershire, | service has recently been performed, and 
E.): My attention was not called to the| I had already caused a communication 
advertisement in question till I saw the | to be addressed to the contractor on the 
hon. and learned Member's Question. | subject. 
I am making inquiry on the subject, 
and will communicate the result to the 
hon. Member. 





Hospital Accommodation in Lewis 
District. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate whether the Secretary for 
Scotland is aware that a man named 
Mr. CLAUDE HAY (Shoreditch, | Graham recently died of typhus fever in 
Hoxton): I beg to ask the Postmaster | the populous district of Ness, Island of 
General whether, in view of the fact that | Lewis, and that the body remained 
Saturday, 25th October, has been de-| Uncoffined for three days; will he state 
dened « Wonk Holiday in London, he | Whether arrangements can be made for 
will state if he has decided to give the | speedy interment in cases such as this ; 
London telegraphists the same concessions | and, seeing that the only fever hospital 
on the day in question as were granted to | is at Stornoway, thirty miles distant, 
them on Coronation Day. | will the Secretary for Scotland consider 
the expediency of arranging for this 

Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : | district to be provided with a place for 
Yes, Sir, the concessions granted will be the isolation of persons suffering from 
the same as on Coronation Day. Tele-| typhus and other infectious diseases. 
graphists who are required to attend for 
duty on Saturday next within the County | *THeE LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
of London will receive either a day’s pay | GRAHAM-MurRRAy, Buteshire): The Local 
or a day’s leave at some future time. Government Board have ascertained 


London Telegraphists and the Royal 
Progress 
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that no person of the name of Graham 
has been notified as having died of 
typhus fever at Ness. They 
however, that an old man named Mackay 
died in that district of typhus on the 
morning of Sunday the 14th September, 
that intimation of his death was con- 
veyed to Stornoway the same evening, 
that on Monday morning instructions 
were wired to have a coffin prepared, 
that on Tuesday an undertaker was 
sent from Stornoway, twenty-six miles 
distant, as the local undertaker would 
not coffin the body, and that about two 
o'clock on the same day the remains 
were coftined under the personal super- 
vision of the chairman of the local 
authority — all within fifty-six hours 
after the man’s death. The Board are 
satisfied that, in the circumstances, the 
arrangements for interment could not 
have been more expeditiously carried 
out, and they are assured that the local 
authority have made arrangements for 
interring as speedily as possible in such 
cases. ‘The question of hospital accom- 
modation for the Lewis District is a very 
difficult one, and is engaging the atten- 
tion of the local authority and the Local 
Government Board. 


Crimes Act Prosecutions—Case of Thomas 
aher. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: I beg to ask Mr. 
Attorney General for Ireland whether 
his attention has been directed to a trial 
at Templemore, on 2nd October, at which 
two resident magistrates took part, when 
a week’s imprisonment with hard labour 
was imposed in default of payment of a 
5s. fine on Mr. Thoma: Maher, a district 
councillor, forshouting “ThisisSheridan’s 
work”; and will he say on what grounds 
hard labour formed” portion of the 
sentence on Mr. Maher. 


THe ATTORNEY GENERAL For 
IRELAND (Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, 
N.): Mr. Thomas Maher was, on the 
1 t September, tried with ten others 
before a Bench consisting of two resident 
and five ordinary magistrates under the 
Towns Improvement Act for the offence 
of riotous and indecent behaviour in the 
public streets. All those charged other 
than Maher were acquitted ; he was con- 
victed and fined 5s., with 1s. 6d. costs, 
with seven days imprisonment in defauit 
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of payment. Hard labour was not 
awarded at all, and the fine was paid 
on the 3rd instant. 


*Mr. DELANY (Queen’s Co., Ossory) : 
Will the right hon. Gentleman say what 
the indecent conduct consisted of ? 


Mr. ATKINSON: No, Sir. 


Hospital (Limerick) Roads. 

Mr. LUNDON (Limerick, E.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether his atten- 
tion has been drawn to the condition of 
the public road in the town of Hospital, 
County Limerick ; and seeing that, since 
the late contract expired about four 
months ago, no repairs have been made 
to the road, and having regard to the 
condition of the road from Hospital to 
Knocklong, will he take steps to remedy 
the matter. 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. WynpHAm, Dover): It is 
the duty of County and District Councils, 
as the case may be, to keep all public 
works in good condition and repair, and 
to take all steps necessary for that 
purpose. The Local Government Board 
has power to take action with a view to 
remedy any default on the part of the 
local authority in the matter, provided 
complaint is made to the Board under 
Section 32 of the Local Government Act, 
1898. 


Labourers’ Cottages in the Macroom 
Union. 

Mr. SHEEHAN (Cork Co., Mid): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
is aware that an application by a labourer 
named William Creedon for a cottage 
and plot of land on the farm of Jeremiah 
Creedon, Parthanknuck, in the Ullanes 
electoral division of the Macroom Union, 
was sanctioned at a sworn inquiry held 
in April, 1901, and the site marked out 
and approved by the Engineering In- 
spector of the Local Government Board ; 
and will he explain why the house was 
subsequently rejected although the 
applicant's present abode was condemned 
as unfit for habitation. 
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accurately stated in the first part of the 
Question. The Inspector disapproved of 
the site selected for the cottage, and the 
District Council was so informed. The 
case cannot now be re-opened, the 
Provisional Order having been made 
absolute; but it will be open to the 
Council to renew the application, in 
respect of another site, when proposing 
a fresh scheme. 


Hard Labour Gontegens under the Crimes 
ct. 

Mr. PIRIE (Aberdeen, N.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether, in view 
of the addition of hard labour to a 
sentence of imprisonment inflicted under 
The Criminal Law and _ Procedure 
(Ireland) Act, 1887, carrying with it 
prohibition of service on any local 
body for five years, it is intended to 
continue to inflict such addition to 
sentences for political offences on local 
representatives. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The disqualification 


is statutory in Ireland, as in England, | 
Government Acts | 


under the Local 
applicable to the two countries. Sentences 
within the limits prescribed by the 
Criminal Law and Procedure 
1887 are imposed by resident magi- 
strates subject to revision on appeal by 
County Court judges. Those who act 
in either of these judicial capacities 


impose sentences in accordance with the | 
gravity of each particular offence proved | 


to have been committed. I decline to 
accept the suggestion that they harbour 
any intentions of a general character. 


CapTaAIN DONELAN (Cork, E.): Is 
the right hon. Gentleman aware that in 
many cases this effect of 
hard labour has been pointed out to the 
magistrates ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 

Mr. MACVEAGH (Down, S.): Have 
hot two removable magistrates actually 
announced that they did not know this 


was the law of Ireland 1! 


[No answer was returned. ] 
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Irish Executions—Rules. 

Mr- PATRICK O'BRIEN (Kilkenny) : 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether, in 
the new rules which he has issued for 
regulating the execution of capital 
sentences in Ireland, the rule which 
requires that the executioners shall 
remain in the prison after the execution, 
and until permission is given them to 
leave, is intended to give power to the 
sheriff, the coroner, or the governor, or 
to any other person, and, if so, to whom, 
to detain the executioners for attendance 
at the inquest should their presence be 
required by the coroner; and, if not, 
whether, in view of the fact that execu- 
tioners on two occasions in Cork disre- 
garded the summons of the coroner to 
appear and give evidence, he will see 
that powers are given the coroners to 
detain executioners and compel them to 
give evidence if required. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: These rules are 
| identical in all respects with the rules 
| which obtain in this country. I see no 
reason for enlarging their scope. The 
|coroner is the only person who can 
compel an executioner to appear at an 
inquest, but, under paragraph 5 of the 
rules, he can be held at the disposal of 
| the coroner by the prison governor. 





| *Mr. DELANY: Will the right hon. 
|Gentleman say if he proposes to hang 
/many Irish Members ? 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN : Is the right 
hon. Gentleman aware that in two cases 
in Cork, although the coroner desired 
the attendance of the executioner, the 
sheriff had sent him away to England, 
and he refused to come back? Seeing 
that the law has not been carried out, 
and that there is no record of how the 
convicts died, will the right hon. Gentle- 
man at least give us some guarantee 
that unfortunate people are not executed 
with undue severity ? 


| Mr. WYNDHAM: I do not think 
| there is any need to make a special rule 
| for Irish coroners which does not apply 
'to English coroners. 


Case of Mr. O’'Flanagan, J.P. 
Captain DONELAN: I beg to ask 

the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 

tenant of Ireland whether it is intended 
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to hold a sworn inquiry into the case o 
Mr. O’Flanagan, J.P., Chairman of the 
District Council of Cordfin, who was 
recently sentenced to four months im- 
prisonment with hard labour under The 
Criminal Law and Procedure (Ireland) 
Act, 1887, and who is now an inmate of 
a lunatic asylum. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I have no objection 
to a sworn inquiry into the prison dis- 
cipline of Limerick Prison, or the sanita- 
tion of that prison, or the medical treat- 
ment which Mr. O’Flanagan received, 
whether in prison prior to his falling ill, 
or in the county infirmary, where symp- 
toms of typhoid were developed, provided 
that the hon. and gallant Member will 
indicate whether he desires the inquiry 
to be directed to any or all of these 
questions, or to others. I should, how- 
ever, say that I have a report from 
Dr. Woodhouse, the Medical Member of 
the General Prisons Board, dated 
September 18th, which deals with the 
circumstances of Mr. O'Flanagan’s illness 
and its melancholy consequences, and 
also a report of an inquiry in August by 
the Medical Inspeetor of the Local 
Government Board on the outbreak of 
typhoid fever in the city of Limerick. 
| am prepared to lay these on the Table 
of the House, since the hon. and gallant 
Member may consider, on reading them, 
that a case for further inquiry does not 
arise. | have no objection to a further 
sworn inquiry. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.): May I ask the right hon. Gentle- 
man whether, in view of the extreme 
gravity of this case, and the great excite- 
ment it has caused in the neighbourhood 
from which Mr. O’Flanagan comes, he 
will have the inquiry held without 


delay ? 


Mr. POWER (Waterford, E.): And 
will the Press be admitted ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: All the facts are 
contained in the two reports I have re- 
ferred to. I have said | have no objec- 
tion to a sworn inquiry if one is desired. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: But will 
it be held without delay ? 


{COMMONS} 
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Mr. WYNDHAM: I must first have 
a specific statement of the points on 
which inquiry is desired. I have sug- 
gested four of them, but if the hon. 
Member has others in mind perhaps he 
will put a Question down and I will 
consider it. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: We 
want the whole case inquired into, the 
circumstances connected with the out 
break of typhoid, the prison treatment 
of the man, his condition at the time he 
was received, and in fact everything con- 
nected with it. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I have said that I 
have not the slightest objection. 


Mr. POWER: What about publicity ! 


Captaris DONELAN:: Will the in- 
quiry be open to the Press and the 
public ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM_. I am not aware of 
that. Iwill do my best to secure the 
utmost publicity in regard to the cir- 
cumstances of this case, a_ publicity 
which I should welcome, as a great deal 
of prejudice has been aroused which I 
should like to see dispelled. 


Mr. MACVEAGH : Whois to hold the 


inquiry ! 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order. ‘The 
Question has been fully answered. 


Sentences under the Crimes Act. 


Mr. JOHN MORLEY (Montrose 
Burghs): | beg to ask the Chief Secre- 
tary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire 
land how many Members of this House 
were sentenced to terms of imprison- 
ment with hard labour, by Courts sitting 
under The Criminal Law and Procedure 
(Ireland) Act of 1887 between July in 
that year and September, 1892. How 
many Members have been sentenced to 
hard labour by such courts from No- 
vember, 1901, tothe present time. How 
many persons have been sentenced by 
such courts to further terms of imprison- 
ment in default of giving bail to be of 
good behaviour between 1887 and No- 
vember, 1892, and of these how many 
were Members of this Houses And how 
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many persons have been sentenced to ' 


further terms in default of bail since 
November, 1901, and of thesehow many 
were Members of this House. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Parliamentary 
Paper No. 158 of 1889 shows that up to 
May 16th of that year two Members of 
this House, Mr. Thomas Condon (East 
Tipperary) and Mr. Edward Harrington 
were sentenced to two months imprison- 
ment with hard labour (7th February, 
1889) and six months with hard labour 
(3lst December, 1888) respectively. A 
third Member, Dr. Tanner, was sentenced 
to hard labour on July 29th, 1889. I 
have, on my present information, no 
reason to believe that hard labour was 
imposed on any hon. Member at a later 
date. From November, 1901, to the 
present time, six hon. Members have 
been sentenced to hard labour by the 
Court of First Instance. In two cases 
the hard labour was remitted on appeal. 
The appeals in the other four cases are 
pnding. In reply to the third para- 
graph, the number of persons sentenced 
to turther terms of imprisonment, in 
default of giving bail, between 1887 and 
1892. was 106, of whom two (Mr. William 
O'brien, Cork City, August 26th, 1889, 
and Mr. Gilhooly, Cork West, same date) 
were Members of this House. Since 
November, 1901, thirty persons have 
been sentenced to further terms in de- 
fault of bail, and of these five are Mem- 
bers of Parliament. In the case of one 
Member the further term was remitted 
on appeal. 


Mr. JOHN MORLEY : Does the right 
hon. Gentleman adhere to his figures of 
1,601 given the other day ! 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Yes, applicable to 
all persons, including Members of Parlia- 
ment. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: In view 
ot the fact that it happened that 
all the removable magistrates began 
exactly at the same time to give hard 
labour, will the right hon. Gentleman 
state on what date he issued instructions 
to them to do so? 


*Mr SPEAKER: I hope hon. Members 
will allow Questions to proceed. That 
Question does not arise out of the Ques- 
tion on the Paper, and notice must be 
given of it. 
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Mr. WYNDHAM: Sir, may I, as a 
matter of personal explanation, beg leave 
to say that I utterly repudiate the sug- 
gestion that I gave any such instruc- 
tions ? [NaTIONALIST cries: “It is true.”: 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: What 


about your agent ? 


Mr. O’'SHEE (Waterford, W.): Can 
the right hon. Gentleman explain the 
discrepancy— {MINISTERIAL cries of 
* Order.”’] 


*Mr. SPEAKER Order order! The 
Question on the Paper has been fully 
answered. If the hon. Member wishes 
for further particulars, he can put down 
a Question on the subject. I quite 
understand that this subject excites 
deep interest among hon. Members 
below the gangway, but still | hope 
that they will remember the Rule 
that Questions must be relevant to, 
and arise out of, the Question on the 
Paper. 


Mr. O’SHEE: Mr. Speaker, kindly 
allow me to put my Question, and if it 
is not in order, I will bow to your ruling. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: After what I have 
said, I will trust that the hon. Member 
will not put a Question which does not 
really arise. 


Mr. O'SHEE: Can the right hon. 
Gentleman explain the discrepancy be- 
tween the number of Members of this 
House asked to give bail in addition to 
the sentence of hard labour imposed on 
them in the period from 1887 to 1892, 
and the period from November last to 
the present time ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER : That is an argument 
arising upon the answer ; it is asking 
for an explanation of the facts, or what 
the hon. Member thinks are the facts. 


Blacksod Bay. 

Dr. ROBERT AMBROSE (Mayo, 
W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether, in view of the agreement 
arrived at between the British and 
Canadian Governments, whereby a 
subsidy of £225,000 a year for ten years 
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(£75,000 a year from the British 
Government and £150,000 a year from 
the Canadian Government) is to be given 
for the purpose of subsidising a line of 
steamers running between Liverpool 
and Canada, and seeing that Blacksod 
Bay, in the West of Ireland, is the 
nearest point in the United Kingdom 
to Canada, he will use his influence 
with the Government with a view to 
making Blacksod Bay a port of call for, 
at least, the mails between Canada and 
Great Britain. 


‘ Mr. WYNDHAM: No such agree- 


ment has been concluded. 


Rae Estate, Killorglin. 


Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL (Kerry, | 
W.): I begto ask the Chief Secretary to | 


the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
the inspector who visited the Rae Estate, 
Killorglin, county Kerry, has yet made 
his report; and whether he can state 


what is the cause of the delay in the | 


sale of this estate. 
Mr. WYNDHAM: The report has 


been made to the Land Commissioners, 
who are now considering the report to 
be made by them to the Land Judge. 


Sergeant Sullivan, Royal Irish 
Constabulary. 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: I beg to) 


ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland where is Sergeant 
Sullivan, who was tried for perjury, now 
stationed ; and what is his present rank 
in the Royal frish Constabulary. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: At Dunshaughlin, 
Co. Meath, with the rank of sergeant. 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN : Is it a pro- 
motion? What grade of sergeant is he 
in at present ? 


{COMMONS} 
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Mr. WYNDHAM : If the hon. Member 
wants knowledge as to the distinctions 
in rank, he must put down a Question. 


*Mr. DELANY: May I ask the right 

hon. Gentleman whether he will promote 
Sullivan to the position ot removable 
magistrate, for which he is eminently 
qualified ? 





Irish Affairs—Nationalist Demand for a 
| General Discussion. 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: I beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury whether 
ie is yet in a position to say it he will 
provide time for the discussion of the 
grave state of Ireland asked for by the 
Irish Members; and, if so, when. 


Sir H,. CAMPBELL - BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): Perhaps 1 may 
be allowed to intervene, with a view of 
| facilitating the action of the right hon. 
Gentleman. I had the opportunity of 
stating on Monday what my view of this 
matter is, and I said that 1 cordially sup- 
ported the claim of the Irish Members. 
The right hon. Gentleman, as | under- 
stand him, on this Irish question, which 
is not, of course, exclusively, but certainly 
supremely Irish, declines to give a day 
for discussion onthe mere request of the 
Irish Members, and will only give itita 
Scotchman or an Englishman asks him 
for it. As I am possessed of that qualifi- 
‘cation [Cries of ‘* Which ?”| I am glad to 
| join in making the request. 





| Tue PRIME MINISTER anp FIRST 
| LORD or tHE TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
| BALFour, Manchester, E.): The right 
| hon. Gentleman does indeed appear to 
| have facilitated my answer to the hon. 
|Gentleman. He is mistaken, however, 
| in supposing that I refused a day to the 
‘Irish Members because they were 





*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member! Irish Members, or that I am prepared to 
will see that does not arise. The Question | give it to the right hon. Gentleman be- 
was where is he stationed, and what is | cause he happens to be a Scotchman. | 
his rank. give it to the right hon. Gentleman be- 
| cause he speaks, as | understand him, as 
Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: Yes, Sir ;| Leader of the Opposition, and on behalf, 
but I understand that there are three| not of a section of hon. Gentlemen 
grades of sergeant, and | want to know | opposite, but of those hon. Gentlemen as 
which is Sullivan’s grade. Is it the same | a whole, as a body in this House. ‘The 
as when he was charged with perjury in | right hon. Gentleman desires that there 
the West of Ireland, or has he been|should be a Motion put down on the 
promoted ? | Paper and discussed, which of course from 
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the very nature of the case would be a 
Vote of Censure, and under those circum- 
stances | am ready, as | have always ex- 
pressed myselt ready, to give the oppor- 
tunity which the right hon. Gentleman de- 
sires. 1 suppose, perhaps, a week’s notice 
should be given, and this day week would 
be a convenient day. A Vote of Censure 
is sufficiently important not to be taken 
without some notice, and subject to any- 
thing the right hon. Gentleman may 
have to say I shall propose to devote this 
day week to the Resolution he desires to 
move, 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: May I be 
allowed to say that while, of course, we 
accept the time the right hon. Gentleman 
is going to give us, we do not concede 
our right, as representatives of Ireland, 
to claim to get time for the discussion of 
the affairs of that country. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The hon. 
Gentleman seems to think that there is 
some special disability in this matter 
attaching to Lrish Members. I can as- 
sure him he has entirely misinterpreted 
everything that I have said and thought 
onthe subject. I should equally have 
declined to give a day to any section of 
hon. Gentlemen opposite unless it had 
been understood—— 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: We are 
a distinct Party ; we are no section. We 
represent a nation. 


Mr. CONDON (Tipperary, E): We 


are a Party ; we are not a section. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: For the word 
“section” | would substitute the word 
“fraction.” I should equally have de- 
clined to give a day to any fraction of 
hon. Gentlemen opposite unless it had 
been supported by the official Opposition. 
I give it because it has been asked for 
by the Leader of the Opposition, who 
proposes to move a Vote of Censure. 


sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
No. All I do is—I might almost say, at 
the instigation and the solicitation of the 
right hon. Gentleman—to join in asking 
for a day for the discussion of this matter. 
The Motion properly and naturally comes 
from the representatives of Ireland. 
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With regard to fixing a particular day, 
will the right hon. Gentleman reserve 
the matter for a final decision ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I will certainly 
reserve it, but there seems to be a little 
ambiguity and difficulty introduced into 
the discussion by the last remark of the 
right hon. Gentleman. Of course, it 
would not be proper for me to dictate 
who is to move the Resolution. ‘That is 
a matter entirely to be settled by the 
Opposition themselves. But it must be 
distinctly understood that the right hon. 
Gentleman does not simply come forward 
as an amicus curiv, merely because he 
wants to see a discussion take place ; it 
must be understood that the Motion is 
arranged under his auspices ; that it is 
in the nature of a condemnation of the 
Government ; and that it is ofticially 
supported by the right hon. Gentleman. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
What I have asked for, and continue to 
ask for, is that an opportunity should 
be afforded to the Irish Members to 
challenge the administration of affairs 
in Ireland, and to the Government to 
make a statement of the reasons which 
have led them to adopt the steps which 
they are now following in Ireland. 
Then the House can pronounce its 
opinion upon the subject. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I really think 
the right hon. Gentleman had better 
make up his mind. 


Mr. WILLIAM O’BRIEN 
You had better make up yours, 


(Cc wrk): 


Mr. MACVEAGH: This is not a de- 


bating society. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think it 
would be for everybody’s convenience 
that there should be a clear issue on this 
point, andif the right hon. Gentleman 
cannot go further—if he really cannot 
take the full plunge this afternoon—I 
think we had better defer this. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
The right hon. Gentleman, departing, | 
think, somewhat from his usual courtesy, 
taxed me with not having made up my 
mind, when I have not altered my state- 
ment or opinion from the first. What 
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I have done I have described to the 
House. The right hon. Gentleman 
having stated that he would not give this 
day, which | think ought to be given, at 
the instance of the Irish Members, I am 
willing to do them and the House and 
the public and the good government of 


{COMMONS} 





Ireland the service of joining in asking 
fora day. The Motion will be an Irish | 
Motion, and it will be for the House to | 
pronounce its opinion upon it. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I can assure 
the right hon. Gentleman that the last 
thing I wanted to do was to show dis- 
courtesy to him, and if anything I have 
said can be so interpreted I was quite 
unconscious of it, and I at once with- 
draw and apologise. But may I again 
repeat exactly what I feel the circum- 
stances to be? It is, so far as the 
Government and this side of the House 
are concerned, a matter of complete 
indifference whether the Resolution, for 
which, if it bea Vote of Censure, I am | 
prepared to give time, is moved by an | 
Irish Member or by the right hon. 
Gentleman himself, or any one on the 
Front Bench. If I may offer an opinion, 
I think it possible that the most con- 
venient course would be that an Irish 
Member should move it, as being especially | 
acquainted with that side of the case. 
Sut that is no affair of mine. What is | 
an affair of mine—and the right hon. | 
Gentleman will see that I am really doing 
this in the interests of what I regard as | 
the general principles of Parliamentary | 
practice—is that it should be understood 
that, whoever moves the Motion, it should 
be adopted by the Opposition as a whole, 
not by every individual, of course, but | 
by the Opposition as a whole, that it is | 
in the nature of a direct condemnation of | 
the conduct of the Government, and that | 
it is supported officially by right hon. | 
Gentlemen on that Bench. 


| { NATIONALIST cries 
| Ever since 
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Gentleman the Leader of the House has 
apologised for any discourtesy as uninten- 
tional in his language towards the Leader 
of the Opposition. May I say that he 
has, I think, quite unintentionally, em- 
ployed towards us, and, which is more 
important, our country, most insulting 
language. We claim to be a nation, and 
we regard a use of such words as 
“section” or “faction,” as a deliberate 
insult to a sas Ww hone civilisation, I may 
say, preceded and may also succeed that 
of this country. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I appear to be 
very unfortunate in my expressions. [ 
think the hon. Gentleman will see, if he 
will permit me to explain, that the very 
last meaning my words were susceptible 
of was the suggestion of insult to himself, 
his friends, or his country. I was trying 
to describe what I conceived to be the 
proper course for the Opposition as a 
whole. Talking of the Opposition as a 
whole, I described the representatives 
from Ireland as a section. [NATIONALIST 
cries: ‘“ You said ‘faction’”) whereupon 
the hon. Member for Cork interrupted 
me with great vehemence and repudiated 
the phrase “section.” Thereupon I cast 
about me for a more neutral phrase, and I 
used a word which, at all events in my 
ischool days, I never thought had a 
| political, religious, or specially national 
reference. The word was “fraction ” 
s: “ Yousaid ‘faction.’”| 
I have been connected with 


fractions at school I have thought the 


| word purely neutral in its reference. | 


used it on this occasion because it simply 
connotes the fact that eighty Irish Gentle- 
/men are only a certain portion of the 
‘total number of the Opposition, which 
/amounts, I think, to about 260. The 
date of the civilisation of Ireland, which 
I entirely agree with the hon. Gentleman 
preceded that of this barbaric country, 


really does not invalidate the fact that 


Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR (Liverpool, 
Scotland): I only wish to say that [ 
entirely repudiate, on behalf of my hon. | 
friends, the suggestion of the right hon. | 
Gentleman that we must submit our 
Motion to the censorship, the revision, or 
the approval of any Party in this House, 
and I am perfectly sure that the right 
hon. Gentleman the Leader of the Opposi- 
tion will put forward no such preposterous 
and insulting demand. The right hon. 


| assure the hon. 


not think the 
intended discourtesy ; I 
his language must be ‘regarded by us as 
‘insulting language 
allowed to pass without protest. But 


eighty is only a fraction of 260. I can 
Gentleman that nothing 
but that pure statement of fact was 
intended to be implied by what I said. 
Mr. T. P. OCONNOR: I 
right hon. 
only : 


said I did 
Gentleman 
said that 


which could not be 
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I wish to put to the right hon. Gentle- 
man What is really a much more im- 
portant matter than his language—are 
we or are we not, after this tangled con- 
versation, to understand that the right 
hon. Gentleman refuses to the represen- 
tatives of Ireland a day for the dis- 
cussion of the exercise of coercion in 
their country ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I hoped that 
I had been lucid in my explanation, and 
thatthere was hardly anything tobeadded. 
Iam perfectly ready to give a day to the 
Opposition for the discussion of a Motion 
condemnatory of the Government's Irish 
policy. I did not ask that that Motion 
should be placed in the hands of an 
English Member, or even seen by an 
English Member, or subjected to revision 
by the right hon. Gentleman, or to any 
of the processes to which the hon. 
Gentleman appears to object; all 1 say 
is that it must be put onthe Paper as a 
Motion of the Opposition as a whole, and 
intended to be supported by them as a 
whole. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
I may recall to the right hon. Gentleman 
the familiar lines :— 
«The Spanish fleet thou canst not see—because 
It is not yet in sight.” 
This Motion is not in sight. I do not 
know what Motion may be made by the 
Irish Members; and he invites those 
sitting in this part of the House to 
pledge themselves to support a Motion 
of the terms of which they are totally 
ignorant. No, Sir, I stand by what I 
have said already. We think it is the 
duty of the Government to give this day. 
We think it is scandalous that it should 
be refused ; and we shall form our opinion 
upon the case made out by the Irish 
Members and the Government respec- 
tively. 


Mr. WILLIAM O'BRIEN: May I 
suggest that it is about time to drop the 
subject? If we are not going to get a 
day given to us, it is just possible that 
we may be able to take it. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The hon. 
gentleman is perfectly at liberty to do 
anything consistent with the Rules of the 
House. As regards the observations from 


(Questions. 490 


the right hon. Gentleman opposite, would 
not the best course be, in these circum- 
stances, to wait till the Resolution is put 
down on the Paper, and then he can in- 
form me and the House of the view which 
he takes ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I must remind the 
House that there is no Question before it. 


Mr. WILLIAM O'BRIEN: Then I desire 
to ask the Prime Minister whether he has 
observed that the President of the United 
States of America has addressed a message 
of sympathy to the United lrish League 
Convention at Boston, and whether, in 
view of the future relations between this 
country and America, he can make any 
announcement that this country is not 
indisposed to learn wisdom as to Irish 
affairs from President Roosevelt, as the 
head of a great friendly nation—the 
greatest nation in the world. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL rose. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! This 
discussion must cease. 


Mr. WILLIAM O'BRIEN: I must press 


for an answer today, 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I followed the 
hon. Member’s Question. It is not a 
(Juestion that was in order or could have 
been put on the Paper. It is not a 
(Juestion asking for information. 


Mr. WILLIAM O'BRIEN: On the 
question of order, Mr. Speaker, allow 
me to submit that a message by the 
President of the United States—{Inter- 
ruption]—you are not going to closure 
the President of the United States here. 
[Renewed interruption.] I submit that 
this message—— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I appeal to hon. 
Members on both sides of the House to 
let me at least hear what the hon. 
Gentleman is going to say. 


Mr. WILLIAM O'BRIEN: Thank you, 
Sir. I was abouttosubmit to you that this 
message of the President of the United 
States of America is an international 
fact of the first importance to the 
future of this country, and that 
it would not be a friendly thing to the 
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head of a great nation like the Americans 
that his message should be treated as if 
the disposition were to avenge his insult 
to the Chief Secretary and to his 
* removables ” in Ireland. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
is entitled to consider the matter im- 
portant, but it is not the subject-matter 
of a Question at Question time. 


Mr. WILLIAM O'BRIEN: | beg, then, 
to ask leave of the House to move the ad- 
journment for the purpose of discussing 
a definite matter of urgent public im- 
portance—ride/icet,the important question 
as to the future relations between this 
country and the United States raised by 
the message of President Roosevelt 
to the convention of the United Irish 
League in Boston. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I am precluded by 
the Standing Orders from accepting that 
Motion for the Adjournment. I am 
prohibited from accepting any Motion 
which is not a definite matter of urgent 
public importance. The relations be- 
tween this country and the United States 
ot America are not a definite matter. 
They might cover an immensely wide 
field of argument. If the hon. Member 
were to look at the precedents he would 
find that Motions of that description 
have always been refused from the Chair 
under the Standing Order. 


Mr. T. P. 
spectfully put it to you that the Motion 
does not deal with the general relations 
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O'CONNOR: May I re-. 


of this country and the United States, | 


but with a definite matter ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I have just decided 
that point, and I have no doubt as to 
the correctness of my view. I cannot 
allow the subject to be re-opened. 1 
assure the hon. Member I am always 
ready to accept any Motion from any 
quarter of the House which is in con- 
formity with the Standing Order. 


Mr. WILLIAM O'BRIEN: The fault 
is none of yours, Mr. Speaker, but | 
hope it will be noted in America that 
American opinion and Irish opinion 
are closured and gagged in this House. 


Bill. 499 
BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE, 
Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN. 


Will the right hon. Gentleman say what 
the business will be tomorrow night ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Tomorrow, 
both at the morning and evening sitting, 
we shall discuss education; also on 
Friday. 


NEW BILL. 





INNKEEPERS’ LIABILITY BILL. 

“To amend the Law relating to the 
Liability of Innkeepers,” presented by 
Mr. Broadhurst, under Standing Order 
No. 31; supported by Mr. Gretton, Mr. 
Bousfield, Sir Brampton Gurdon, Mr. 
Levy, Mr. Seely, and Sir John Brunner; 
to be read a second time tomorrow, and 
to be printed. [Bill 299.] 
EDUCATION eae AND WALES) 

SILL. 


“ Considered. in Committee. 


- (In the Committee.) 


[Mr. J. W. LowtHer (Cumberland, 
Penrith) in the Chair. } 

Clause 8 :— 

(3.0) Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 8.) 
moved— 


“In page 3, line 7, after ‘conditions, to 


insert ‘and provisions.” 

The right hon. Gentleman said that 
‘provisions’ appeared to be the more 
appropriate term as far as some of the 
items were concerned. 


Amendment agreed to. 


Mr. HENRY HOBHOUSE (Somerset- 


shire, E.) formally moved— 


“In page 3, line 7, after ‘conditions,’ to 
insert ‘are complied with.’ 


Amendment agreed to. 


Mr. BRYCE had on the Paper the 
following Amendment— 

“In page 3, line 7, at end, insert—(v) The 
managers or trustees of any school whieh, 
by its trust deed, is to be used for the 
purposes of instruction as an elementary school 
shall transfer the school buildings to the local 
education authority either by way of lease fur 
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a term of yearsrenewable for ever or absolutely, 
pursuant to Section 23 of the Elementary Edu- 
eation Act, 1870, and shall not be entitled to 
receive any consideration for such transfer 
other than a nominal rent by way of acknow- 
ledement in case such buildings are transferred 
by lease. Provided that such managers or 
trustees may reserve, cut of such trausfer, to 
trustees to be nominated by them for that 
purpose, the use of the school buildings when 
the same are not being used for school pur- 
poses, and may provide for the giving of any 
religious instruction, over and above that 
which may be given by the teachers, either 
before the opening or after the close, or both 
before the opening and after the close, of the 
ordinary school hours under the direction 
either of the last hereinbefore mentioned 
trustees or of such person or persons as the 
last-mentioned trustees may from time to 
time appoint.” 


*THe CHAIRMAN: said that this 
Amendment was not in order, because it 
would negative what has gone before. 
The local education authority areto main- 
tain the schools on certain conditions, 
but the first condition the right hon. 
Gentleman proposes to insert is that the 
schools should cease to exist. 


Mr. BRYCE said that the Amendment 
need not necessarily carry that interpre- 
tation. 
question of the property in the schools, 
and the Amendment did not raise the 
question which the Chairman seemed to 
apprehend, 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- | 


dee) said that the phrase “ provided by” 
was accepted, subject to a definition to 
be inserted later. 


THe ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir 
Rogert FINLAy, Inverness Burghs) said 
he desired, on a point of order, to submit 
that the Amendment was inconsistent 
with words which had been already 
passed. They were now dealing with 
schools not provided by the local author- 
itv, and the effect of the Amendment, 
which referred specifically to Section 
23 of the Act of 1870, would be to make 
such schools provided schools. 


Mr. BRYNMOR JONES (Swansea, 
District) said he did not think that the 
Attorney General could justify the point 
he had taken. There was nothing in the 
Amendment which affected the trust under 
which the property was held by the trus- 
tees. It was really a question as to where 
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the legal estate in the schools should be 
vested ; and, therefore, he submitted that 
the Amendment was in order. 


*THE CHAIRMAN: I do not agree 
with the hon. Gentleman, because the 
Amendment states that any school, which 
by its trust deed is to be used for the 
purposes of instruction as an elementary 
school, shall be used for other purposes. 
It seems to me as if I had undertaken to 
keep something alive on certain con- 
ditions, and that the first condition I 
proposed was that it should be killed. 


Mr. BRYCE said that the Amendment 
would not have that effect. It provided 
that the buildings should continue to be 
held under the trust, but in the particular 
manner indicated. There was nothing 
more in the Amendment than was in 
Section 23 of the Act of 1870. 


*THe CHAIRMAN : I think it would 
convert non-provided schools into pro- 
vided schools. 


Mr. LLOYD -GEORGE (Carnarvon 
Boroughs) asked if the Amendment would 
not be in order if it read that the 
managers “shall, if the local authority 
think fit.” That would give the local 
authority power to exercise an option, 
and if the option were not exercised the 


_ Amendment would be necessary. 


Mr. BRYCE said he would be prepared 
to accept that Amendment to his Amend- 
ment. 


*THE CHAIRMAN : [ think that would 
be a very fine difference. It seems to me 
it would be ridiculous, when defining the 
conditions under which a school is to be 
kept alive, to propose as the first con- 
dition that it should cease to exist. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said he saw 
that point, and accepted the ruling of the 
Chair with reference to it. The Amend- 
ment of his right hon. friend, according 
to the ruling of the Chair, was, in effect, 
that the schools should be extinguished ; 
but the proposal he (Mr. Lloyd-George) 
proposed to submit was an entirely 
different one. It was simply to give to 
the local authority the option of taking 
over the schools, not that the schools 
should be extinguished. In that case 
the provision would be necessary in order 
' to conduct the schools not taken over. 

T 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said that if the 
Amendment were accepted, it would give 
the local authority the option of not 
maintaining, but destroying, the non- 
provided schools, 


Mr. BRYCE said that his Amendment 
intended that non-provided schools should 
he maintained. The Amendment which 
he desired to move only related to the 
huilding—it related to nothing but the 
building. Consequently, what the Com- 
mittee had already determined with 
regard to provided schools did not touch 
this point. 


*Toe CHAIRMAN: I think that if 
there is to be an option in the local 
education authority the option ought to be 
inserted after the words “loeal education 
authority.” We had a discussion as to 
whether there should be an option or not 
when the discussion took place on the 
question to leave out “ shall” and insert 
“may,” and the Committee decided that 
there should he no option. 


*\Mr. CORRIE GRANT (Warwickshire, 
Rugby) said the Amendment standing in 
the name of his hon. friend the Member 
for the Otley Division which he proposed 
to move dealt with an important point, 
and ought to have the consideration of 
the House. It was— 

“Tn page 3, line 7, at end insert—() If the 
managers of any such school shall not fulfil 
the conditions which must be fulfilled in order 
that the annual Parliamentary grant may be 
obtained, the liability of the local education 
authority to maintainsuch school shall cease,and 
such school shall no longer be deemed to be a 
public elementary school.” 

But, before moving that Amendment, he 
desired to ask, upon a point of order, 
whether the raising of this question here 
would prevent the subsequent discussion 
which might take place upon an Amend- 
ment, which was put down upon the 
Paper to come in at the end of the Clause, 
as to the general penalties to be imposed 
for failing to comply with any of the 
conditions in Clause 8. He raised that 
point of order because he did not wish 
to exclude the discussion on sub-Nection 2. 


*Tue CHAIRMAN: Which Amend- 
ment is the hon. Gentleman referring 
to? 


*Mr. CORRIE GRANT said he referred 
to the last Amendment but one on page 
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42 of the White Paper, standing in the 
name of the hon. Member for Rossen- 
dale, namely— 

**In page 3. line 35, at end, add—(4) If the 
persons providing the school make default in 
performing the duties imposed upon them by 
sub-section (1) (/) of this section, the local 
authority may, with the consent of the Board 
of Edueation, undertake the discharge of such 
duties, and shall be entitled thereafter, so long 
as they shall think fit. to use the schoo! build- 
ings and premises for the purposes of a public 
elementary school, paying nevertheless for such 
use to the persons providing the school a fair 
rent, to be determined in case of dispute by the 
Board of K lucation, and the school sh ll thence- 
forth be deemed to have been provided by the 
local education authority.” 


*Toe CHAIRMAN: It is quite clear 
that it would be useless to have the 
discussion twice over, but I must leave 
the hon. Member to decide whether he 
takes the discussion now or later. So 
far as the point of order oes, I see no 
objection to moving that if certain 
things are not conditions they shall 
be made so. 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY said — the 
Committee had already passed words 
providing that the liability to maintain 
existed only so long as these conditions 
were complied with. 


Mr. BRIGG (Yorkshire, W.R., Keigh- 
ley) called attention to the fact that he 
also had an Amendment down on page 
38 of the Paper dealing with the same 
matter. 


Mr. DUNCAN (Yorkshire, W-.R., 
Otley) said that, as the Amendment 
proposed to be moved by his hon. friend 
the Member for Rugby stood in his 
name, he would like to say that, as he 
understood, the conditions which had 
been discussed on a previous occasion 
were not quite the same as those in 
the Amendment which he had put 
down, but related rather to the 
conditions to be observed for obtainir ~ 
the Parliamentary grant. 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY explained that 
this matter also was dealt with, because 
the Committee passed the words “ public 
elementary schools,” and under the 
Act of 1870 a school ceased to 
be a public elementary school if the 
conditions necessary to obtain the grant 
were not observed. 
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*Tnhe CHAIRMAN: That is the law 


as it at present exists. If a school does 
not fulfil the conditions necessary in 
order to obtain the Parliamentary grant 
it ceases to be a public elementary school ; 

therefore the Amendment is unnecessary. 


Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax) submitted 
that the present position was that if a 
school violated the conditions necessary 
for obtaining the Parliamentary grant it 
did not get the grant. What happened 
then was that the local authority was 
still liable to maintain it, and the fine 
was upon the ratepayers, who lost the 
grant but had still to maintain the school. 


sir ROBERT FINLAY said the words 
f the Section already passed made it 
obligatory for the local authority to 
maintain public elementary schools. — If 
the conditions were not observed the 
school ceased to be a public elementary 
hool. 


sir. JOHN BRUNNER (Cheshire, 
Northwich) said the school would not 
cease to be a public elementary school 
simply because it lost its grant. 


sin WILLIAM MATHER (Laneashire, 
tossendale) said his Amendment carried 
he question much further. It provided 
that if a school did not obtain its grant it 
should still be maintained by the local 
authority, and so become a school provided 
yy the authority. 


I 


Tue CHAIRMAN: That does not 
wise out of this Amendment. This 
Amendment does not alter the present 
state of the law, and if it does not alter 
the present state of the law it appears to 
be unnecessary. The first Amendment 
inthe name of the hon. Member for the 
Sowerby Division ought to come up asa 
separate question. ‘The second Amend- 
ment has been already determined by 
Clause 7. The next Amendment on the 
Paper has also been determined by 
Amendment made. Then, there is an 
Amendment standing in the name. of 
the hon. Member for Rugby to insert, 
at the end of line 7, 

‘(a) The managers of the school shall make 
prevision to the satisfaction of the local edu- 
cation authority for religious instruction based 
upon reading of the Bible: provided that no 
relig vious catechism or religious formulary which 


is distinctive of any particular denomination 
shall be taught or used.” 
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The Committee has already decided that 
the local authorities have no control over 
religious instruction, 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE asked would it 
he in order for the hon. Member to move 
the second part of the Amendment. The 
first part had been disposed of but not 
the second, and he submitted that it 
would be in order to move the second 
part. 


* Tue CHAIRMAN : The local eduea- 
tion authority would have to decide 
whether any “religious catechism or 
religious formulary ” ‘was used. — That 
would give the control. It ought not to 
he inserted here. 


Mr. M’KENNA (Monmouthshire, N.) 
said it had nowhere been decided that 
there should not be control over religious 
instruction. 


“Tue CHAIRMAN: That question 
was raised and debated on a Motion 
made to leave out the word “secular.” 


Mr. M’KENNA said that that would 
be complete control over religious inst rue- 
tion. What was proposed here was partial 
control. 


“THe CHAIRMAN: The debate was 


taken upon the question whether 
religious and secular instruction were 


bo.h to be under the control of the local 
authority. 


(3.25.) Str WILLIAM 
(Monmouthshire, W.) said he rose to 
move the Amendment of which he 
had given notice, because he thought 
sub-Section (“) raised the point upon 
which they came to close quarters as to 


HARCOURT 


what was the position of the managers 
under this Bill. Thenumber of managers 
was settled by Clause 7, but there was no 
definition there of the things they had 
power to do and what they had not 
power to do. That was intended to be 
settled by Clause 8, but the structure of 
the Bill had been altered by the recon- 
struction of Clause 7. As the Clause 
originally stood there was a reference 
to the position of the managers 
under the \ct of 1870, but that had 
now disappeared from the Bill, and there- 
fore there was no indication that the 
+2 
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managers under the Bill were in any 
respect in the situation of the managers 
under the Act of 1870. The Act of 
1870 gave no particular powers to the 
managers, who were usually the pro- 
prietors of the schools, and they were 
only inthe position of private persons 
who earned grants by the fulfilment of the 
conditions proposed. The situation was 
now altogether altered. The managers 
admittedly were not managers in the 
sense that was understood under the Act 
of 1870, and it was to be regretted that 
the word “ managers ” should have been 
applied in this case. These persons were 
a totally different class of persons, with 
different attributes and different duties 
altogether. What the Committee desired 
to know exactly was, what were the 
powers of these managers, and what 
were their duties, and whether they had 
any powers or duties except those con- 
tained in Section 8. The practical work- 
ing of the Bill, especially in the rural 
districts, would depend entirely upon the 
managers. Anyone who considered the 
character and situation of the rural 
schools was bound to see that the 
management must be conducted by the 
people on the spot. The education 
authority would meet in the county 
town, many miles from most of the 
rural schools. The Committee who were 
to be the legislative authority of the 
County Council would also in all 
probability meet in the county town; 
they could not be distributed among the 
thousands of rural parishes. ‘The direc- 
tion of the business of the schools would 
therefore have to be done by the 
managers. What he wanted to know 
was in whose hands that management 
was to be. With reference to the pro- 
vided schools, it was entirely in the hands 
of the education authority, as that 
authority would appoint its own 
managers and masters. But in half the 
schools of England, according to the 
Bill, the management was not to be in 
the hands of persons appointed by the 
education authority. In his speech at 
Manchester, the First Lord of the 
Treasury, referring to the existing state 
ot education, asked what any foreign 
nation would think of such a system. 
They would, of course, object to any 
system under which half the elementary 


schools in the country were private 


Sir William Hurcourt. 
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concerns, but they would be even more 
astonished that when the Government 
were setting up a national system of 
public education they did not give the 
education authority the right to appoint 


the managers and teachers in thie 
schools. That, however, was the 
system proposed by the Bill. In 
half the elementary schools in the 
country the education authority, 


so far from having any general control, 
was so constituted that, in regard to 
religious education, it was to have no 
control at all. A statutory majority of 
the managers, appointed entirely outside 
the national education authority, was to 
deal with the question of religious edu- 
cation, and the education authority, 
both in its entirety and through its 
representative upon the management, 
was to have nothing to say in the matter. 
Sub-Clause () dealt with the managers 
and secular education, and the Com- 
mittee were told that in regard to 
secular education the managers were to 
be under the control of the education 
authority. But how would the scheme 
actually work? The education author- 
ity was to have one representative out 
of six onthe management. The remain 
ing five were not to be under its control 
at all, and yetthe education authority 
was said to have sole control of the 
secular education. The first question 
he desired to ask was, as the education 
authority was to have no right of inter- 
ference with religious education, what 
right or authority were the private 
managers to have over secular educa- 
tion? What was to be their function 
in the matter? The Attorney General 
had said the managers would act as a 
whole. If they acted as a whole they 
would place the education authority in a 
statutory minority. Was it intended 
that the managers, who were in no 
respect under the appointment of the 
education authority, should interfere 
with secular education? That was 
really a critical question when they 
came to consider the meaning of thie 
assertion that the control of secular 
education was in the hands of the 
education authority, and it was one 
upon which everybody wanted to be 
informed. This authority was not 
derived from anything that formerly 
existed, because in former times these 
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Bill. 


were private venture schools, receiving | entirely at the disposal and under the 


certain grants on certain conditions, but 
in all other respects entirely their own 
masters. 
be the case in future. 
anational system under a 
education authority. The only way in 
which the education authority cou!d 
have complete control was through its 
own agents or representatives. That 


There was to be 


control was impossible if the work was | 


to be carried on through agents, with 


regard to whom the education authority | 
had no executive power or power of | 
dismissal. That complete control ought | 
to be in the hands of managers represent- | 
ing the education authority, whereas it | 
was Obvious on the face of the Bill itself | 


thatthecontrol wasin the hands of persons 
not representative of the authority. 
But let the Committee consider ; 
the scheme would work. The education 


authority would give instructions to its | 
representatives on the management to | 


propose certain things in regard to secular 
education. Suppose the management by 
its majority 
directions, by what right could that 
statutory majority dispute the instruc- 
tions? By sub-Section 2 any dispute 
between the managers and theauthority 
was to be referred to the ) 
Edueation, so that the right of the 
managers to dispute the directions was | 
assumed. But if the sole control of 
secular education was to be in the educa- | 
tion authority, what right had those who | 
were not representatives of that authority | 
to interfere in the matter at all? Secular | 
education was the main business of the | 
school, religious education being con- | 
fined to a very limited portion of school | 
hours. If in regard to that secular | 


That, professedly, was not to | 


central | 


how | 


refused to accept those | 


3oard of | 


‘control of the education authority, and 
|therefore their representatives and 
agents? The other managers were not 
the agents of the education authority at 
all. It was said that they were to carry 
out the instructions given to them, but 
those instructions ought to be carried out 
by the persons who were the usual 
| channel of instruction. This involved the 
daily work of the secular education of the 
school, upon which questions would arise 
and must arise. He was aware that the 
First Lord of the Treasury had put down 
an Amendment in the following terms— 


‘Where the managers of a school fail to 
carry out any direction of the local education 
authority under this section as to the secular 
| instruction to be given in the school, that 
authority shall, in addition to their other 
powers, have the power themselves to carry 
out the direction m question as if they were 
| the managers.” 


The only way in which the cducation 
authority could carry out such a direction 
would be for them to carry it out them- 
selves, as if they were the managers. 
How were they to carry out such a 
direction except by an agent or a repre- 
sentative of their own? Who was to 
| determine whether the managers of the 
school had failed to carry out that 
direction? How was that going to be 
ascertained? Was this Amendment to 
supersede sub-Section 2, because that 
sub-Section allowed a dispute to be raised 
upon the question of whether the direc- 
tions were or were not right which were 
given by the education authority to the 
managers, and that was to go to the 
Education Department at Whitehall. 
What right had the managers to raise 
the question at all? If the education 
authority was supreme, then the direc- 


which the Government said was to be| 
if 





education the local authority was to have | tions of the representative of that 
undisputed and_ indisputable control, | authority ought to ‘be unquestioned. 
oe yon —_ erga " do | When this Bill was first launched, it was 
What voice gp ath = : ; th oy | said that the entm samany wens 
have 38 the I intondad ts ofc | Cen ee ee 
oa nded to give the | be able to bring public opinion to bear 

» control to the education authority, | as against the action of the majority of 
the other managers had no business or | the managers, but calling public opinion 
authority whatever during the main | to bear against the executive was not 
portion of school hours. That was the having sole control. Therefore, the whole 
religious education with which they did conception of this proposal was contrary 
not allow the education authority to | to the idea of control being given to the 
interfere. By what right were those | education authority. He had put this 
persons to interfere in secular education! Amendment down in order that they 
might have a clear statement from the 
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Government of what they considered 
to be the rights, if any, of intervention 
or interference on the part of any of 
those managers, except the represen- 
tative of the Edueation Department 
with regard to secular education. There 
was another point which he thought 
had not yet received a_ satisfactory 
explanation, and that was how far the 
Education Department under their 
Code would still govern secular education 
in those schools. They had not yet had 
a clear statement upon that point. The 
late representative of the Education 
Department in this House said it was 
a very good thing that each educa- 
tion authority should form its own 
opinion as to the subjects to be taught. 
It that were so, he should like to have a 
clear answer upon it. In answer to an 
observation reminding the right hon. 
Gentleman of a statement he made in a 
speech at Bradford, he said that he 
wanted the education authority to have 
a variety in their subjects, but the Edu- 
cation Department would fix the standard. 
But supposing that the education 
authority fixed a very low list of subjects, 
was the Education Department in London 
to interfere with regard to the subjects 
taught as well as in the standards to be 
applied to the subjects {| That wasa very 
important matter, upon which they had 
not yet hadany information. He wanted 
to know whether the authority of the 
representative of the education authority 
was to be as exclusive in respect of 
secular education as the authority ef the 
denominational managers in respect of 
religious education? With regard to 
secular education, was the main business 
of the schools to be conducted solely 
under the direction of the education 
authority? That seemed to him to he 
the only condition which fulfilled the 
statement made by the Government 
which enabled them to have entire con- 
trol in secular matters. Upon this 
Amendment he thought they ought to 
arrive at some conclusion on that subject, 
and he specially wished to know the 
effect under sub-Nection 2 of this Clause. 
The right hon. Gentleman had _ studied 
sub-Section 2, and he had begun to see 
some difficulty in it which had induced 
him to put down his Amendment on page 
40. Hemust have seen that if sub-Section 
2 meant what it said, it allowed the 
Sir William Hurcourt. 
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managers, or a majority of the managers, 
to question upon every subject the 
instructions of the education authority 
and report to Whitehall. They had 
been told that this only referred to 
questions of secular education which 
trenched upon religious education. That 
was a very large subject. He had always 
regarded with the highest respect and 
admiration tne right hon. Gentleman 
the Secretary for the Education Depart- 
‘ent, but he was the child of the 
champion of denominationalism, and 
before he sat on the Front Bench he 
was a  convineed denominationalist. 
That would be a great advantage to the 
denominational managers in matters of 
this kind. There was the turther ques- 
tion of the instructions of the Edueation 
Department with regard to_ secular 
education. That was a question upon 
which they ought to have a distinct 
declaration. It seemed to him that such 
a proceeding as he had alluded to was 
absolutely inconsistent with the declara- 
tion in Clause 5 of the Bill that the 
education authority was to be responsible 
for and have control of all secular edu- 
cation in public elementary schools. li 
the Government intended that the 
majority of the denominational managers 
was to have any voice wh:tever in the 
secular instruction and management of 
the school, it would be an absolute con- 
travention of the declaration in Clause 5, 
and the instruction to them to earry out 
directions of the local education authority 
meant nothing at all. He moved tlie 
Amendment in order that the Committee 
might test the validity of the assertion, 
that the absolute control of secular 
education would be left to the education 
authority. 


Amendment proposed-- 

** In page 3, line 8, after the word ‘ Inanagers’ 
to insert the words *‘ or managers representing 
the local education authority.’ 

Question proposed, ** That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The speech of 
the right hon. Gentleman was largely 
directed towards extracting information 
from the Government on a point which | 
honestly thought had been explained, 
and admirably explained, over and over 
again. I am not fortunate in my 
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attempts to make the right hon. Gentle- 
man understand the position oi the 
Government, but I will make one more 
etfort, to the very best ot my ability, to 
give a clear and popular account of the 
position in which | think this manager 
question stands. Let it be remembered 
that the Government, in taking up the 
problem of education, found a system 
hased on the Act of 1870, under which 
Act there are two kinds of managers. 
There are the managers of the board 
schools and the managers of the volun- 
tary schools. These two sets of managers 
had separate powers and occupied differ- 
ent positions. The managers of the 
hoard schools were the creatures of the 
School Board, could be removed by the 
School Board, and had to carry out the 
directions of the School Board. On the 
other hand, the managers of the volun- 
tary schools had, subject to the Education 
Department, not only the management 
but the control of their schools. Well, 
we had to deal with the two different 
classes of managers we found in existence. 
As regards the managers of the School 
Boards, we have lett them practically as 
we found them, putting in the place of 
the School Board the education authority ; 
but the managers of the provided schools 
will bear the same relation to the educa- 
tion authority as the managers under 
the School Boards now bear to those 
School Boards. Very well, so much for 
the managers of the provided schools. 
Now I come to the other description of 
managers—the managers of the volun- 
tary schools. Their powers which we 
found in existence we have not left un- 
changed by this Bill. On the contrary, 
we have excised from some of those powers 
certain very great responsibilities, and we 
have excised from further powers cer- 
tain large fragments. We have left to 
them the appointment of teachers, as the 
House knows, because we regard that as 
essential to the denominational character 
of the school, which we mean to preserve. 
Hon. Gentlemen opposite do not like that 
arrangement. They desire not to preserve 
the denominational character of the school, 
but I am not going to enter into that at 
present. 
served, and we think a convenient way of 
preserving it is to leave one essential— 
the appointment of the teachers—to those 
managers, and to see that among the 


We think it ought to be pre- | 
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managers there shall be a majority repre- 
sentative of the denomination. But we 
have taken away from the managers in 
the first place the right to be a homo- 
geneous body representing the denomina- 
tion, because we have provided that two 
of their number shall not necessarily re- 
present the denomination at all, but shall, 
on the contrary, represent either the 
major or the minor local authority. We 
have, in the seeond place, taken away 
from them the control of secular education, 
and it is on that, apparently, that the 
right hon. Gentleman’s mind is so deeply 
exercised, If I rightly apprehend him, 
he feels two great difficulties on that 
subject. One is the reference to White- 
hall, which he appears to think is given 
under sub-Section 2, and which causes 
him the greatest anxiety — anxiety so 
great that I do not think he has addressed 
us once on any topic in connection with 
the Bill without referring to it. His 
other anxiety is lest the control we have 
avowedly given to the education authority 
over secular education should, though 
strongly given in words, be ineffective in 
fact, and it is in these circumstances that 
the education authority have to act 
through a body of managers, of whom a 
majority would represent the denomina- 
tion. The difficulty as regards the 
reference to Whitehall will, I venture 
to think, be more properly dealt with 
when we come to sub-Section 2, instead 
of in this preliminary discussion. Let 
me repeat now what I stated before, that 
without going into minutize and refine- 
ments, the broad principle we desire to 
see adopted with regard to secular 
education, is that the education authority 
shall be the sole controlling power, 
subject, in the first place, to the minimum 
requirements laid down by Whitehall, 
which, I presume, the right hon. Gentle- 
man does not wish to abolish, and which 
I think no Gentleman on that side of 
the House who supports him wishes to 
abolish. In the second place, the appeal 
to Whitehall is not on the subject of the 
control of secular education, but on any 
dispute as to whether a thing is secular 
education or not. 

Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: That 


is not in the Clause. 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It is in. I 


am, in response to the right hon. Gentle- 
man, giving the view of the Government. 
I am endeavouring to give a general 
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view of our intentions. We desire within 
the sphere of secular education that the 
education authority shall be supreme, 
but it is evident that, as you preserve 
the denominational character of the 
school—and we mean to preserve that, 
it is part of our policy—there might 
conceivably be a collision between the 
managers and the education authority 
in which the managers would say, ‘“‘ We 
are quite willing to obey the education 
authority in regard to matters of secular 
education, but this is going beyond their 
province, and they are trespassing into 
the region of religiouseducation.”” Hon. 
Gentlemen may object to that view, but 
I think that that may happen, and we 
think that the House cannot leave it 
there. We think you cannot make the 
education authority judge in its own 
case as to the exact limitation of power, 
and you must, therefore, give it to some 
third party, and we say that you should 
give it to the Education Department. 
Therefore, I hope I have made it clear 
to the right hon. Gentleman that the 
reference to the Education Department 
is not as to the manner in which the 
education authority is controlling secular 
education, but only as to whether the 
controlling authority, as regards secular 
education, is or is not trespassing beyond 
its legal function. Then 1 come to the 
second difficulty. The second difficulty 
of the right hon. Gentleman, if I may 


respectfully say so, is the only one which | 


seems to be distinctly and clearly ger- 
mane to the Amendment put on the 
Paper. It is as to whether those mana- 
gers, being by hypothesis, as regards two 
thirds of their number, representative, not 
of the education authority but of the 
denomination, will prove the proper 
instrument or machine for carrying out 
the directions of the education authority 
as regards secular education. Well, I 
do not think the danger isa real or 
practical danger, but if it be, | venture 
to say that it will be absolutely provided 
for by the Amendment I have put on the 
Paper, and to which the right hon. 
Gentleman has referr d. I think that 
is a much better method of dealing with 
it than the one he has proposed. 

Str WILLIAM HARCOURT asked 
whether the right hon. Gentleman’s 
Amendinent was to be a substitute for 
sub Section 2. 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 


{COMMONS} 
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Mr. A.J. BALFOUR: It wants a 
much more lucid power of expression 
than I have to make my statements clear 
to the right hon. Gentleman. I have 
explained that sub-Section 2 is not in- 
tended to interfere with the power 
of the education authority as regards 
secular education at all. Therefore, my 
Amendment on page 40 has nothing 
whatever to do with sub-Section 2. It 
is not a substitute for it, but is in addi- 
tion to it, and it is, in my opinion, a 
better way of meeting the difficulty 
than that of the right hon. Gentleman. 
While I do not describe the precise 
methods by which the education autho- 
rity is to carry out its views, the right 
hon. Gentleman, if I understand him 
rightly, says that it isto be done by 
means of two managers who do not 
necessarily belong to the denomination. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: Two 
managers who are appointed by the edu- 
cation authority. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: They are not 
appointed necessarily by the education 
authority. 


Srr. WILLIAM HARCOURT: My 
Amendment is that they are to be 
“managers representing the education 
authority.” 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: That is not 
the most convenient way. I daresay it 
would produce a great deal more friction. 
I venture to think that my way of 
dealing with the matter is the better 
way, but I will defer the discussion of it 
until I move the Amendment. 


Mr. BRYCE said that the First Lord 
had given what he said was a popular 
sketch of this Clause and of his proposed 
Amendment. When he listened to 
the right hon. Gentleman the im- 
pression which was on his mind was 
‘What an extraordinary, ridiculous, 
cumbrous, inconvenient system!” He 
could not conceive a system which, in 
working, would be more certain to lead 
to friction, difficuities and delays. The 
right hon. Gentleman began by telling 
the Committee that there were two sets 
of managers—the managers of the School 
Loards, and the independent managers 
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of the voluntary schools. As regarded 
the School Board managers the change 
which the right hon.Gentleman had made 
was enormously for the worse, because 
the School Board system was perfectly 
convenient in towns where the School 
Board was at hand, and could keep the 
managers under its hand, and pull them 
up if they were doing wrong. That was 
not a system which could be put in 
force where the managers were at a 
great distance, and where the education 
authority could not keep them under its 
direction in the same way as ip a town. 
Therefore, as regarded provided schools 
the change was clearly for the worse. 
Then. when they came to the non- 
provided schools, the right hon. Gentle- 
man told the Committee that the 
arrangement he proposed was adopted in 
order to secure denominational control, 
and therefore the managers’ were 
to retain the appointment of the 
teachers. What didthat mean? It meant 
that they were to have a second set of 
manigers who were neither to be in- 
dependent nor dependent — monstrous 
creatures combining something of both 
independence and dependence. They 
were to split up education and make a 
difference between religious and secular 
instruction, and appoint a set of managers 
with power over the one and not over 
the other—a set of managers who bythe 
very terms of their appointment must be 
divided into two hostile factions. They 
would be a semi-independent body with 
dependence in name on _ the _ local 
authority at a distance, but they would be 
practically independent, not only because 
one part of their functions had been 
withdrawn from the local authority, but 
beeause it would be impossible for the 
local authority to exercise effective con- 
trol over them. Now surely the simple 
course would have been to do one of two 
things—either to have the managers 
entirely independent or else a smaller 
area should have been chosen. Either 
they could have taken an area in which 
they would have had an independent 
body of managers, such as in the existing 
areas, or else have made the managers 
abso'utely dependent on the central 
authority for all purposes. There was 
a large range of questions which lay 
on the borderland of secular and re- 
ligious instruction, and the Clause, as 
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proposed to be amended, provided for 
friction between the two sets of authori- 
ties. The right hon. Gentleman had re- 
ferred to his Amendment, which it would 
be out of order to discuss at present, 
but that Amendment did not appear to 
him to meet the difficulty. The right 
hon. Gentleman only said thit if the 
managers did not obey the local authority 
they would be superseded. But what 
machinery was there in the Bill to do 
that? Thelocalauthority would haveto act 
through these managers—that was, to tell 
the managers who were already disobedi- 
ent to obey the orders which they dis- 
obeyed, or that the local authority would 
carry outthe ordersthemselves. Whowere 
“they”? They were managers in office 
at a distance, it might be, of forty miles 
from the education authority, which had 
no direct power to compel them to carry 
out their orders. He thought, in the 
whole circumstances, the suggestion of 
his right hon. friend, that the local 
authority was to depute managers as 
their agents to compel the other 
managers to carry out their orders, was 
a perfectly practical suggestion. The 
difficulty was one which the right hon. 
Gentleman had not faced. It was a 
difficulty inherent in the nature ot the 
case, and inherent in an attempt to set 
up an authority which was to be at the 
same time independent and dependent. 
The right hon. Gentleman said that they 
must not make the education authority 
the judge in their own case. What did 
that imply? It implied that the 
managers were not to be under the 
control of the education authority. 


Mr. A.J. BALFOUR said he had never 
denied or concealed that the Government 
meant the managers to have control over 
religious education, which was outside 
the sphere uf the education authority. 
There were two spheres of education— 
religious and secular. 


Mr. BRYCE said he denied that these 
spheres could be separated as the right 
hon. Gentleman seemedto imagine. The 
teachers were to give both religious and 
secular instruction, and it would be 
perfectly impossible to prevent questions 
arising constantly in which the two 
spheres would collide, and in which the 
managers would defy the local education 








511 Educ ition 
authority. The control of the education 
authority would not be an effective con- 
trol, and that was the reason why, from 
the first, he had felt that the plan of the 
right hon. Gentleman could not be a final 
settlement. It would be impossible for 
the education authority to give the kind 
ot control which was needed. When the 
righthon, Gentleman spoke of the religious 
question as the only question in which 
ditticulty could arise, he forgot alltheother 
items of Clause 8. Controversies would 
arise about the accounts, with regard to 
repairs and many other points; and, 
therefore, by providing, under sub-Nection 
2, an appeal on all questions—because 
its terms were perfectly general—they 
were encouraging the managers to set 
up their authority against the local 
education authority. Therefore he could 
not receive either Clause 8 as it stood, or 
as amended by the right hon. Gentlemen, 
as meeting the diflicultv. He believed 
that when they came to sub-Nection 2 


they should find that the difficulties 
would be greatest in regard to the 


financial part of the work, because the 
managers would have motive of 
If all the managers were to 
be appointed by the education authority, 
they could choose men who would carry 
out economic administration; but the 
majority would be independent, and not 
liable to le dismissed like School Board 
managers. Therefore, there was neither 
one security nor the other. He knew 
that that was very largely in the minds 
of the County Councils. He had_ re- 
ceived many communications pointing out 
that the greatest difficulty in the Bill 
would be the impossibility of enforcing 
economic vdministration on the managers. 
It was quite impossible that a proper 
control over expenditure would be effee- 
tive. The only way that could be done 
was to make the managers absolutely 
dependent on the education authority, and 
until that was done the system proposed 
in this Clause would remain a standing 
difficulty and an obstacle to the proper 
working, of the Bill. 


ho 
economy. 


(4.25) Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said that 
he had made an explanation which went 
beyond the rigid limits of the Amendment, 
but he hoped that that would not be taken 
as an excuse for discussing the whole 
matter. 


Mr. Bryee, 


(COMMONS} 


Bill. 
CHARLES DILKE (Glouces. 


tershire, Forest of Dean) said he wished to 
ask the leave of the Committee to make a 
few remarks on what had fallen from the 
Leader of the House, in what the right hon, 
Gentleman called his popular exposition 
of the working of the bill. The words of 
sub-Seetion 2 raised the question of how 
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the control of education was to be 
earried out. The right hon. Gentle. 
man was ho doubt perfectly clear as 


regarded what was in his own mind, but 
he was not clear as to what was in the Bill: 
and that was one of the great difticulties 
hon. Members were in, and which led to 
anticipations of future confusion. The 
right hon. Gentleman in his popular 
exposition spoke of the managers as if 
they were in some degree the present 
managers, rather than a new _ body. 
What were they now? In the ordinary 
rural parish in a county in the South of 
England these gentlemen were acting 
under trust deeds which made them 
necessarily communicant members of 
the Church of England. They were four 
in number including the Chairman, 
but, under the Bill in the agricultural 
counties, they would be strengthened to 
five communicants of the Church of 
England by the election of one by the 
County Council. The appointment. of 
the head master of the school was left 
in the hands of the managers— which 
meant reaily the Chairman. Up to the 
present time the managers had_ never 
heen ealled together, and the Chairman 
and the head-master conducted the 
whole business of the school. The 
managers were only called in to sign the 
accounts of theschool. How then wasthe 
county authority to be maintained! 
The finances of these schools were not 
of a character for which the county 
authority would like to be responsible, 
and they would have to be closely 
scrutinised ? But how was the author- 
ity of the education authority to be 
exercised? In the ordinary rural 
county when a conflict came it would 
be between the majority of five managers, 
who were cymmunicant members of the 


Church of England, and the repre: 
sentative of the Parish Council. The 


right hon. Gentleman assumed in his 
popular exposition that, while he gave 
the appointment of the teachers to the 
majority of the managers, in every other 
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matter the education authority would be 
supreme ; but they did not find words 
to that effect in the Bill. The right 
hon. Gentleman arbitrarily told the 
Committee that his opinion was perfectly 
clear that, for example, the county 
authority would have the choice of 
the books to be used in the school, 


and yet the managers, and not 
the county authority, were to have 
the choice of the teachers. But 
thit was not in the Bill itself. The 
right hon. Gentleman had so clearly 


expressed his view as to the limitation 
being expressed in the sub-Section which 
had been asked for on the previous day, 
that it was impossible to say which power 
was a part of secular control and which 
It was a difficult matter to 
discuss, and he would not anticipate 
the discussion. Obviously, the question 
of finance was the greatest diftticulty 
that would arise. 


was not. 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE (Bristol, 
E.) said a large number of the schools 
now managed bythe School Boards were 
leased to them for short periods. he 
moment the School Boards were swept 
away. those buildings would revert to 
the eduent onal bodies which built them. 
His point was that those buildings for 
some time past had been maintained, and 
their furniture and fittings would have 
been provided, by thelocal authority. Up- 
on the question of the administration of 
these adjuncts to education, a dispute 
might arise, which dispute would be 
settled by the four denominational 
managers appointed under the Bill. He 
thought such a dispute ought to be 
settled not by the representatives of the 
denominational managers, but by the 
local authority who had had to provide 
the school. In the small country Schocl 
Board area in which he resided there 
was a great apprehension as to what 
would occur when these schools, which 
had been filled up and maintained by 


the School Board, were handed over 
to the control of the denominational 
owners. 


*Tue CHAIRMAN: That point does 


not seem to arise here. 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE thought 
It arose on that part of the Amendment 
that, in the event of any disputes arising 
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fhey should be setcled by the representa- 
tives of the local authority. He wished 
them to have the authority. 


*THe CHAIRMAN: That point is not 
covered by this Amendment; it will 
require an Amendment dealing with that 
class ot schools. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS (Glamorgan- 
shire, Mid.) said that nothing could be 
clearer than the statement of the Prime 
Minister as to the intention of the Govern- 
ment, but hedesired to emphasise what had 
been said by his right hon. friend the Mem- 
ber for the Forest of Dean, that the inten- 
tion of the Government was not put into 
the Bill. Everybody knew that when the 
Bill became an Act it would be construed 
from what appeared on the tace of the 
Act itself, and no one was allowed to go 
behind it and look into the statements of 
the right hon. Gentleman to see what was 
intended, ‘There were two ways in which 
the matter might be dealt with. The 
first was by limiting the power and 
authority to be given to the education 
authority and giving greater powers to thie 
managers ; the second, and he submitted 
the better way, would be to give uncon- 
trolled power to the education authority, 
and carve out of that the powers to he 
given to the managers. The powers of 
control over the denominational schools 
were in the hands of trustees, and the 
intention was that the trustees should no 
longer bind the new statutory body if it 
Was a new statutory body subordinate to 
the edueation authority. If that was so 
it ought to be made plain in the Act 
what the powers of the new statutory 
hody were to be. That was done in the 
Act of 1870, and it should he borne in 
mind that in Clause 7, as altered, there 
was no reference to the Act of 1870, 
although there was a reference to it in the 
clause as originally drawn. He did not 
know whether this new statatory body, 
the new managers of the “ not provided ~ 
schools, were to have any of the powers 
which managers had under the Act of 
1870. In that Act there were powers 
given to the managers of the denomina- 
tional schools to require a public inquiry 


when the Education Department said 
there was not accommodation enough 


for the education of the children. Did 
that power vest in this new statutory 
hedy ? He did not know, but if it 
did it ought to appear in the Bill. 
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They also had powers in certain cases 
to acquire land under the provisions of 
the Lands Clauses Consolidation Act. 
Were all these powers to be vested in this 
new statutory body? He did not know. 
It had been stated that they did, but the 
Bill did not say so. It would be quite as 
open to the Prime Minister to say they had 
to fix the salaries of the teachers. Nothing 
Was said about that, but it was well known 
that the intention of the Government was 
that the local authority should fix the 
salaries of the teachers, and therefore 
that would not come within the power of 
this new statutory body. Nothing had 
been said about the appointment of the 
teachers. If they were to have the control 
ot the appointment of the teachers, it 
would appear to follow that they should 
also control the salary of the teachers ; 
but the fact of the Prime Minister 
having stated the intention of the 
Government showed that the powers of 
this new statutory body were absolutely 
undefined. The Government having 
created this body had not defined its 
powers. According to the provisions of 
the Bill it was open to anybody to 
argue that they had or had not the 
appointment of the teachers or the fixing 
ot their salaries, and it was therefore 
necessary that these powers should be 
defined. 


Mr. HUMPHREYS-OWEN  main- 
tained that there ought to be a clear 
understanding of the principle on 
which they were going to proceed. He 
thought there ought to be a complete 
transfer of all the schools to the new 
authority. At present the Bill left the 
matter absolutely vague. The draftsmen 
of the Bill ought to let the Committee 
know clearly what the authority was. 
If these schools and managers were to 
occupy their present position, except so 
far as the position was modified by the 
modifications of the Statute, it would 
be necessary to discuss at length every 
point with regard to the rights of 
managers. If on the other hand it was 
proposed to transfer these properties to 
the local education authority, then the 
attention of the Committee could be 
devoted to the Clause which it would be 
necessary to insert in the Bill to preserve 
the right of a denomination to deal 
with the school simply for the purpose of 
giving denominational teaching. 


Mr. Samuel Evans. 
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Mr. LLYOD-GEORGE said the Com- 
mittee could not discuss in detail the 
matters which the Prime Minister had 
touched upon, but there were one or 
two particular questions upon which 
they were entitled to get an answer, 
The Committee were on the threshold 
of the position of the managers in their 
relation to the education authority, 
and they ought to know what were 
the views of the Government. From 
the statement of the Prime Minister 
they presumably did know, but the right 
hon. Gentleman's statements were not 
upheld by the Bill as drafted. He was 
sorry to think that the Prime Minister 
had gone back upon a statement he made 
yesterday, and rather suggested now that 
there should be an appeal not only on the 
question of ultra vires but also upon such 
matters as repairs and structural altera- 
ations. That showed that the Prime 
Minister had not clearly thought ont in 
his own mind what the relations were to 
be between the managers and the local 
education authority. As far as secular 
instruction was concerned, would the 
control of the local education authority 
over the managers be as complete as the 
control of the same authority over the 
managers of board schools ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: If I under- 
stand the question, the hon. Member asks 
me whether the education authority will 
have the same complete control over 
secular education in the non-provided as 
in the provided schools. I answer in the 
affirmative. If he asks me whether the 
control is the same in both cases, it clearly 
is not, because they cannot dismiss the 
foundation managers. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said that that 
Was a point they could not now discuss. 
He wanted to know whether the mana- 
gers were merely the agents of the edu- 
cation authority in the case of secular 
education. Supposing the education 
authority were not satisfied with the 
staff of the denominational managers, 
could they order them to recast the staff! 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes, 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: And if they 
refuse, the new Amendment of the Prime 
Minister will come into operation, and 
the managers can be suppressed. 
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Mr A. J. BALFOUR: So far as I 
understand the question, the education 
authority can say “ We think your teachers 
are inefticient.” 

Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE : 


Or unfit. 


_ 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes. “ You 
must dismiss them, or some of them, 
because they cannot carry on the secular 
work of the school,” and they can call 
upon them to reorganise their staff. If 
they refuse, then the education authority 
can do as it pleases without them. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE submitted that 
that could not be done, except by 
some such means as the Amendment 
before the House proposed. Then there 
was the case of promotion. If a teacher 
did his work extremely well, could the 
education authority order his promotion ? 
That was a very important question. 
The Prime Minister had said the eduea- 
tion authority was given complete control 
over secular, and the managers over 
religious, education, but who was to have 
control over subjects lying between the 
secular and religious spheres, as, for ex- 
ample, what had been called civics, or the 
teaching of the duties of citizenship ? 
The Prime Minister must surely begin to 
realise that the whole scheme of the Bill 
as it stood now must break down in prac- 
tice. It was a dual system, it would lead 
to friction and quarrels, and the whole 
thing would end in confusion, 


4.55.) Sir ROBERT FINLAY ex- 
pressed the opinion that in practice the 
scheme would work with great smoothness. 
Allthedifticulties started by learned Gentle- 
men Gpposite did credit to their ingenuity, 
mut they were not difficulties that would 
he experienced in practice. He thought 
that the Opposition had no reason to 
complain of any want of definiteness on 
the part of the Government in answering 
the point which had been raised. The hon. 
Member for Mid Glamorgan said it was 
extraordinary that there was nothing in 
the Bill to show that the managers might 
not tix the teachers’ salaries. 
clear that the hon. Member had not read 
the words which had been inserted at 
the opening of the Clause, stating that 


the local education authority should have | 


control of all expenditure required for 
the maintenance and efficiency of all 
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expenditure for which, under this Act, 
provision is to be made by the managers.” 
If those words did not give the 
fixing of the teachers’ salaries to the 
education authority, he really did not 
know what words would. Hon. Members 
opposite had presented a succession of 
ditticulties in the way of understanding 
the Bill. He had the greatest respect 
for the powers of mind and _ intellect 
possessed by those hon. Members, but if 
those powers were devoted to not 
understanding the Bill, he defied any 
draftsman to make the measure clear. 
The Amendment proposed that in the 
event of the managers not carrying out 
the directions of the local authority the 
manager or managers representing the 
authority should carry them out. But 
suppose the representative of the minor 
authority was in entire sympathy with the 
foundation managers: surely it would be 
mostunreasonableto say that the local edi- 
cation authority, if the managers as awhole 
were recalcitrant, were to be compelled to 
put the carrying out of their directions 
into the hands of two men, one of whom 
might have declared himself to be in 
entire sympathy with the foundation 
managers, 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: The 
Attorney General does not understanc| 
what I meant by the Amendment. I did 
not mean to include anybody who was 
not a representative of the Board of 
Education. I put in the words “ mana- 
ger or managers” because it is not 
yet determined how many representatives 
of the education authority there should 
be. My Amendment proposes that the 
carrying out of the directions of the 
authority should be in the hands of a 
manager or managers representing the 
education authority. 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY accepted the 


, righthon. Gentleman’s statement, and was 


sorry if he had misunderstood him. ‘The 
right hon. Gentleman proposed to make 
it compulsory on the education authority 
to carry out their desires through their 
own representative—if there was only 
one—on the board of managers. Surely 
it would be inexpedient to make that 
compulsory. That representative might 
not be the fittest person for the purpose, 


_and he certainly failed to see the sense of 


so tying the hands of the authority. 


public elementary schools “other than | They were to have the right of carrying 
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out their directions through anyone they 
chose to appoint as their agent. Why in 
the name of common sense should they be 
restricted to choosing this one man ? 
The proposal was not a good one, and he 
hoped the Committee would not accept 


it. 


Mr. MKENNA said the First Lord 
of the Treasury had now made a state- 
ment as accurate as his speech at Man- 
chester was misleading. The right hon. 
(entleman now laid the power of the 
voluntary managers on the trustees ; they 
were to have the same powers as the 
old managers, subject to such deductions 
as were made under the Bill. A day or 
two previously the First Lord had 
declared a certain amount to be un- 
necessary because the local authority had 
control over the expenditure as the Clause 
then stood, but the Attorney General had 
now stated that what gave that control 


were words which had since been added. 


Sim ROBERT FINLAY: I never said 


anything in the slightest degree re- 
sembling that. What I said was that 
these words made it perfectly clear 


beyond the risk of any possible mis- 


apprehension. 


Mr. M’KENNA said they now came 
to the excised part of the powers of the 
They were how to obey 
ot the local 
tion authority. He submitted that 
those directions would represent no 
greater power than the Board of Educa- 
tion at present possessed. The Board 
could already insist upon the qualifica- 
tion of teachers, require particular 
subjects to be taught, demand a certain 
standard of efficiency, and insist on the 
suitability of the buildings and the 
sutliciency of the accommodation. Those 
were the subjects, and those only, 
which would come under the definition 
of “matters relating to secular educa- 
tion.” The great matter relating to 
secular instruction, viz., the appoint- 
ment of the teacher to give that in- 
struction, was admittedly to remain in 
the hands of the voluntary managers. 
Did the sub-Clause mean that the local 
authority could regulate the duties of 
the teachers? Was it proposed to give 
the voluntary managers a _ right of 
appeal to the Board of Education on 
the question of financial control ? 

Sir Robert Finluy. 


managers. 


the directions educa- 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I rise to 
order. | have done my best to make 


the position of the Government clear, 
and, perhaps, in doing so travelled 
somewhat beyond the Amendment 
Is it in order for the hon. Gentleman 
to go on discussing questions which 
have nothing whatever to do with the 
Amendment ! 


Mr. MKENNA said he was only 
endeavouring to get at the facts, but 
if the right hon. Gentleman did not 
wish to answer the question, he would 
not press it. The position would be that 
the education authority would have 
only such powers over education as now 
belonged to the Board of Education. 
They would have no control as to the 
appointment or the duties of the 
teachers; they would have no real con- 
trol over the school at ali. 


J. BALFOUR: As I under- 
stand the matter, the Amendment is 
one, not to say in what respect the 
control of the education authority 
should exist, but to improve the 
machinery by which it should be exer- 


Mr. A. 


cised. The hon. Member is discussing 
the area of the control, not the ma- 
chinery. 

Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: My 


Amendment is not a question of ma 
chinery exclusively. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Entirely. 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: Not so. 
It is a complaint that under the present 
system the control itself is too limited. 


Mr. MKENNA frankly admitted that 
the speech he wished to make went 
beyond the strict terms of the Amend- 
ment, but he was only following the 
lines taken by previous speakers. 


*Tue CHAIRMAN: The discussion 
has taken a somewhat wide range, but 
I thought it had narrowed down again, 
and I was hoping it would remain within 
the narrower limits. It is desirable that 
it should do so. 


Mr. MKENNA said he would confine 
himself to the single point that the local 
authority, in case the managers dis- 
agreed, were to operate through the 
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purse, 


to obey 


manager appointed by 


have sole control. 


was to be 


the Amendment itself. 


\mendment were 


bject of the ¢ 


\braham, William (Rhondda) 

lan, Sir William (Gateshead 

len. Charles P. Gloue. Stroud 

shton, Thomas Gair 

syuith, Rt Hon Herbert Henry 
nrlow, John Emmott 

ayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
vaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
fell, Richi ard 


lack, Alexander William 
east, Hon. Arthur G. 
John 


ea, Henry 
lrown, George M. (Edinburgh 
runner, Sir John Tomlinson 
yee, Rt. Hon. James 
turns, John 
it, Thomas 
haxton, Sydney Charles 
‘ine, ig um Sproston 
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‘ameron, Robert 
impbell- Bannerman, Sir H. 
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‘awley, Frederick 
rig, Robert Hunter 
‘vemer, William Randal 
fombie, John William 
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single managers appointed by them. 
The authority, having the power of the 
could stop the salary of 
teacher, but the managers could refuse | of 
the local authority, and retain 
the teacher in their employ, although he 
yould not be able to recover his salary. 
The Amendment proposed that in such 
case the power of the existing founda- 
tion managers should be ousted, and the 
the 
That was essential. 
It was perfectly clear that, if the scheme 
carried on at all, 


uthority to dismiss the teacher and pay 
is calary to some suitable 
chould therefore support the Amendment. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) 
aid he wished to say a word on the merits 


the proposal of :~ right hon. ¢ 
pposite would be ealeula‘ed to defeat 
the original purpose of the Bill. 

not think the Bill would work 
accepted, 
rovernment was 
the control of education under the local 
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authority ; 
for the 
any 
which 


sentative 


Bill, 


authority 


that they 


power musi 


ke given to somebody—whether this, As to the 
rarticular manager or someone else— 
mder the control of the education 


person. He certainly 


the Bill was meant 
commend 
Government 


Bill. 


5929 


they had already provided 
managers olf 
there was to be the Education Committee, 
they 
Education Department were to have 
certain directing powers ; 
Amendment introduced a fifth authority. 
He aw no reason for setting up a repre- 
of the ; 
would impair the original purpose of the 
namely, the handing over of educa- 
tion to a single authority. 
should 
authority with all the powers they could. 
passing of the Bill, he 
rarely seen such slow progress made with 
a measure, and it did not look as though 


the schools : 


knew nothing: the 


and now this 
which 


local authority, 


He 
the 


agreed 
entrust local 


had 


to pass. He would 
to His Majesty's 
advisability of 


the being 


conciliatory and make al! the concessions 


they 


He thought 
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ment. 
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if this 
for the 
to bring 
Noes, 256. 
AYES. 


Duncan, J. Hastings 

Dann, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 

Emmott, Alfred 

Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co. 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Fuller, J. M. F. 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
rag, Corrie 

Grey. Rt. Hn. Sir E. 
Griilith, Ellis J. 
Gnrdon, Sir W, Brampton 
Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Sir William 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harwood, George 

Hayne, Rt. Hn. Charles Seale- 
Hayter, Rt. Hn. Sir Arthur D. 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. tang Charles H. 
Hobhouse, C H. (Bristol, E. 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Hope, John Deansi( Fife, West) 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, David Bry nmor(Swans’a 
Jones, William(Carnarv nshire 
Kinloch, SirJohnGeorgeSmy th 


Berwick) 
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the Bill. Although he 
he should be 
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Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christeh. 
ny, Frederick George 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Bathurst,Hon. Allen 5 aa 
Bhownaguree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, — 

Bizwood, . James 

Blunde i, Colonel Henry 

Bond, Edward 

Boulnois, Edmund 

Breoey, Albert 

Brookfie ld, Colonel Montagu 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Brown, Alexander H.(Shropsh. 


VOL. CXL. 


BALFOUR rose in | 
his place, and claimed to move, “ That | 
the words of the 
** school,” 
stand part of the Clause,’ 
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Ridley, HonM. W (Stalybridge | 
Ridley,S. Forde (Bethnal Green 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon.Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
tobinson, Brooke 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Rothschild, Hon. Lionel Walter 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
{utherford, John 
Sackville, Col. 8S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) | 
Seely, Maj.J. E. B.(Isleoi Wight 
Seton-Karr, Henry 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart, M.H.(Renfrew) | 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, HC(North’mb, Tyneside | 
Smith, James Parker(Lanarks. | 


Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) | 
Spear, John Ward 


Spencer, Sir E. (W. Bromwich) 
Stanley, EdwardJas. (Somerset | 
Stanley. Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stewart,Sir MarkJ.M‘Taggart | 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Stroyan, John 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 


(Question 


“school,” in 
in line 10, 
be 


Noes, 143. 


AYES. 


Brymer, William Ernest 
Bullard, Sir Harry 

Butcher, John George 
Campbell, Rt HnJ. A. (( tlasgow 
Carew, James Laurence 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
‘avendish, R. F. (N. Lanes. ) 
‘avendish, V.C.W.( Derbyshire 
‘ayzer, Sir Charles William 
‘ecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
‘ecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Kt.Hon..J. (Birm. 
Chamberlain, RtHnJ.A(Wore. 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 

Clive, Captain Perey A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb,Sir JohnCharlesReady 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Cubitt, Hon, Henry 


~ 
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a Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot,Rt HnJ.G.(Oxf'd Univ. 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent,ColSir CEH. (Shettield 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walrond, Rt HonsSirW illiamH. 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Welby,Lt-Col. A.C. E.(Taunt’n 
Welby,Sir Charles G. E. (Notts. 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Whiteley, H.(Ashtonund. Lyne 
| Whitmore, Charles Algernon 


| Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 


‘ illoughby, de Eresby, Lord 
Villox, Sir John Archibald 


| Wilson. A.Stanley (York, E.R.) 


Wilson, John (Glasgow) 


| Wilson-Todd, Wim. 7 (¥ orks. ) 


Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart- 


| Wrightson, Sir T oo 


Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Younger, William 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES 
Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hood and Mr. Anstruther. 


put, “That the Question, 


‘That the words of the Clause to the word 


line 10, inelusive, stand part 


of the Clause,’ be now put.” 
The Committee divided :— 


-Ayes, 254 
(Divison List, No. 405.) 


Cust, Henry John C. 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley- 
Denny, Colonel 
Diekson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Digby, John K. D. Wingtield- 
Dixon-Hartland,SirFred Dixon 
Dorington,Ré,Hon. Sir John E. 
Doughty, George 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxtord, Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dvke, Rt. Hn. Sir William Hart 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Faber, Edmund B.(Hants, W.) 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fellowes,Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt Hn. SirJ.(Mance’r 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald, Sir Robt. Penrose- 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster,PhilipS. (Warwick,S.W 
Galleway, William Johnson 








to 
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Education 


Gartit, William 


Godson, Sir'AugustusFrederick | 


Gordon, MajEvans-(T’rH’ml'ts 
Gore, HnG.R.C. Ormsby: (Salop 
Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir Jobn Eldon 
Graham, Henry Rohert 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, SirE W(Bu'ySEdm’nds 
Greene, Henry D.(Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. ) 
Greville, Hon. Roland 
Groves, James Grimble 
(Gunter, Sir Robert 

Hain, Edward 

Hall, Edward Marshall 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hamilton, Rt Hn LordG (Midd’x 
Hardy. Laurence( Kent, Ashto'd 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslam, Sir Alfred 8. 

Hateh, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Hay, Hon. Clande George 
Heath, ArthurHoward( Hanley 
Heath.James (Statlords. N.W.) 
Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Sir Alexander 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 
Higginbottom, S. W. 
Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset, FE. 
Hogg. Lindsay 

Hope.J. P.(Shettield, Brightside 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Horner, Frederick William 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 

Houston, Robert Paterson 
Hozier, Hon..James HenryCecil 
Hudson, (reorge Bickersteth 
Hutton, John (Yorks., N.R.) 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Johnstone, Heywood 

Kemp, John 
kKennaway. Rt. Hon. SirJohnH. 
Kennedy, Patrick James 
Kenyon, Hon.Geo. T. (Denbigh) 
Kenyen-Slaney,Col. W.(Salop. 
Kimber, Henry; 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Lees 

Lambton. Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow 
Lawrence.SirJoseph (Monnrth 
Lawson, Jolin Grant 

Lee, Arthur H.( Hants, Farelim 
Legyue, Col. Hon. Heneage 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) 


Allan. Sir William (Gateshead) | 


Allen.CharlesP.(Gloue. Stroud 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 


Asquith. Rt. Hn. Herbert Henry | 


Barlow, John Emmott 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Bell, Richard 

Black, Alexander William 
Bolton. Thomas Dolling 
Brand, Hon. Arthur G. 
Brige, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Brown, George M. (Edinburgh) 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
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Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col. Charles W.( Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter( Bristol,S. 
Lowe, Fiancis William 


| Loyd, Archie Kirkman 


Lueas,Col. Franeis (Lowestoft) 
Lueas, Reginald .J.( Portsmouth 
Mavartney, Rt. Hn W.G.Ellison 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘kKillop,James (Stirlingshire) 
Maxwell, Rt HnSirH. E( Wigt’n 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milvain, Thomas 

More, Robt. Jasper (Shropshire) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mowbray, Sic Robert Gray C. 
Murray, Rt HnA.Graham(Bute 
Myers, William Henry 
Newdegate, Francis A. N. 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

(Y Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Sir Gilbert 

Peel, Hn. Wim. Robt. Wellesley 
Pemberton, John S. G, 

Perey, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 

Pilkington, Lt.-Col. Richard 
Platt-Higeins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Pym, C. Guy 

Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 

Randles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
fateliff, R. PF. 

Rattigan, Sir William Henry 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renwick, George 

Richards, Henry Charles 
Ridley, Hon M.W, (Stalybridge 
Ridley,S. Forde (Bethnal Green 
Ritelne, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Shettield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Robinson, Brooke 

Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Rothschild, Hon. Lionei Walter 


NOES. 


Burns, John 

Burt. Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caine, William Sproston 
‘aldwell, James 
‘ameron, Robert 
ampbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
‘auston, Richard Knielit 
‘awley, Frederick 

Craig, Robert Hunter 
Cremer, William Randal 


~ 


| Crombie, John William 
| Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
| Davies,M. Vanghan-(Cardigan 


Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
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Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John 

Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samnel Alexander 
Samuel, Harry 8S. (Limehouse) 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Seely, Maj... E.B. (lof Wight) 
Seton-ltarr, Henry 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart, M.H. (Renfrew 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, HC( North mb. Tyneside 
Smith,JamesParker(Lanarks. ) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand 
Spear, John Ward 

Spencer, Sir E. (W. Bromwich 
Stanley, Edward Jas. (Somerset 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stewart,Sir Mark J.M°Tageart 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Stroyan, John 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt. Hn.l.G.(Oxt'd Unis 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Sir Wim. Edw. M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vineent.Col Sir€ E H (Shetiield 
Vincent. Sir Edear (Exeter) 
Walrond, Rt. Hn SirW illiam HH. 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Welby, Lt-Col. A.C. E( Taunton 
Welby.Siré ‘harlesG. E.( Notts. 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Whiteley, H.( Ashton und. Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wiliox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, A. Stanley( York, E.R. 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, Win. H. (York- 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B.Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Younger, William 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES 
Sir Alexander  Acland- 
Hood and Mr. Anstruther 


Dunean, J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 

Emmott, Alfred 

Evans. Samuel T. (Gamorean) 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co } 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Croddard, Daniel Ford 

Grant, Corrie 

Grey, Rt. Hon. Sir E.( Berwick) 
Gritlith, Ellis .J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Harcourt, Kt. Hon. Sir William 
Harmsworth, RK. Leicester 
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Harwooa, George 

Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hayter, Rt. Hon, Sir Arthur D. 
Heime, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hn. Charles H. 
Hobhouse, C. E. H. (Bristol, E. 
Holland.Sir William Henry 
Hope, Johu Deans (Fife, West) 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hiumphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, David Brynmor (Swans’a 
Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 
Kinloch, SiJohnGeorgeSmyth 
Kitson, Sir James 

Langlev, Batty 
Layland-Barratt, 
Leese,SirJoseph F 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 
Leng, Sir John 
Levy, Maurice 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Lioyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
Mi Kenna, Reginald 
M-Laren,Sir Charles Benjamin 
Manstield, Horace Rendall 
Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mather, Sir William 


Francis 
.(Acerington 


(5.48.) Question put accordingly, 


the words of the Clause 
* St hool,’ 


of the Clause.” 


Age-Gardner, James Tynte 

Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 

Aird, Sir Johu 

Anson, Sir William Reynell 

Arkwright, John Stanhope 

Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 

Arrol, Sir William 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 

oe Rt. Hon. John 

Bayot, Capt. Josceline Fitzroy 

Bailey, James (Walworth) 

Bain. Colonel James Robert 

Baird, Colonel James Robert 

Balearres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.S.(Maneh'r 

Balfour, Rt Hn Gerald W (Leeds 

Balfour Kenneth R. (Christeh. 
janbury, Frederick George 

Bartley. George C.. 

Bathurst.Hon. Allen Benjamin 

Bhownaggree, Sir M. 

Bienold, Arthur 

Biewood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry ° 

Bond, Edward 

Boulnois, Edmund 

Bowles, Capt. H. F.(Middlesex 

Bowles, T.Gibson (King’s Lynn 

Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 

Brooktield, Colonel Mentagu 
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Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen , 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Morley, Rt. Hn. Jno.(Montrose) | 
Moss, ‘Samuel 

Newnes, Sir George 

Norman, Henry 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 


Palmer,SirCharlesM.(Durham | 


Partington, Oswald 
Paulton, James Mellor 
Pease, J. 
Perks, Robert William 
P hilipps, John Wynford 
Pickard, Benjamin 
Pirie, Dunean V. 

Price, Robert John 
Rea, Russell 

Reckitt, Harold James 
Reid, Sirk. 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Rigg, Richard 
Roberts, Jolin H. 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Runeiman, Walter 

Schwann, Charles E. 

Scott, Chas 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) | 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 


(Denbighs.) 


in line 10, inclusive, stand part 


Soares, Ernest J. 
“That 
to the word) Noes 135 
AYES. 


Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Brown, Alexander H.(Shropsh. 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Bullard, Sir Harry 
Butcher, John George 
Campbell, RtHn.J. A (Glasgow 
Carew, James Laurence 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edward H. 
Carvill, Patrice “ee Hamilton 
Cavendish, R. Lanes. ) 
Cavendish, V.¢ Wi fiuceaiee 
Cayzer, Sir Chi arles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Ashton Manor) 
Cecil. Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain, Rt HnJ.A( Wore. 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Clive, Captain Perey A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Cohen, a unin L _ 
Collings, Rt. Hon. . 
Colomb,Sir. ohne’ harlesReady 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Cc ompton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Cox, Lrwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton 
Crossley, Sir Savile 


Jesse 


Threshie( Dumfries | 
| Whiteley, 
Whitley, 


A. (Satfron Walden) | 


Prestwich (Leigh | 


The Committee divided : 
(Division List, No. 
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Spencer,Rt HnC. R.( Northants 
Stevenson, Francis S. 
Strachey, Sir Edward 

Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E. 
Thomas,Sir A. (Glamorgan, E. ) 
Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr 
Thomas,J A(Glamorgan,Gowet 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W. R. 
Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Wallace, Robert 
Walton,.JohnLawson(Leeds,S. 


| Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
| Warner, Thomas Courtenay ‘T 


Wason, Eugene 

Weir, James Galloway 

White, George (Norfolk) 
White. Luke (York, E.R.) 
George (York, WL. 
J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson, Fred. W.( Norfolk, Mid. 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
W oodhouse,SirJ.T( Huddersf’d 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NOEs- 
Mr. Herbert Gladstone 
and Mr. Wm. M‘ Arthur. 


Ayes, 267; 
406.) 


Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Cust, Henry John ¢ 

Dalry mple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley 
Denny, Colonel 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Digby, John K. D. (Wingtield- 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dixon-Hartland,SirFred Dix’n 
Dorington, Rt. Hon. SirJohnE. 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxtford, Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke,Re. Hn. Sir William Hart 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Emmott, Alfred 

Faber, Edinund B. (Hants, W. 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
in. gros gua ama 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William H: ayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald, Sir Robert Penrose- 
ag Edward Algernon 


Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Flower, > rest 
Forster. Henry William 


Foster, Philips. (Warwick,S. W 








531 Biducation 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gartit, William 
Godson,SirAugustusFrederick 
Gordon, Maj Evans-(‘T’rH’mlets 
Gore, HnG. R.C.Ormsby-(Salop 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, Sir EW(B’rySEdnnds 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Groves, James Grimble 
Gunter, Sir Robert 

Hain, Edward 

Hall, Edward Marshall 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hamilton, RtHnL’rd G( Midd’x * 
Hardy, Laurence( Kent, Ashf’rd 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslam, Sir Alfred 8. 

Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Healy, Timothy Michael 
Heath, Arthur Howard(Hanley 
Heath, James (Statfords. N.W. 
Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Sir Alexander 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 
Higginbottom, S. W. 
Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset, E 
Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope,J.F. (Sheffield, Brightside 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Horner, Frederick William 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 

Houston, Robert Paterson 
Hozier, Hn. James Henry Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutton, John (Yorks, N.R.) 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jetireys, Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred. 
Johnstone, Heywood 

Kemp, George 

Kennaway,Rt. Hon. SirJohnH 
Kennedy, Patrick James 
Kenyon, Hn. Geo. T. (Denbigh 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W. (Salop 
Kimber, Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Lees 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow 
Lawrence, Sir Joseph(Monm th 
Lawson, John Grant 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) | 
Allan, Sir William (Gateshead 
Allen,CharlesP.(Glouc. Stroud 
Asquith, Rt Hon Herbert Heary 
Barlow, John Emmott 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Bell, Richard 

Black, Alexander William 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brand, Hon. Arthur G. 
Brigg. John 

Broadhurst, Henry 


Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 


{COMMONS} 


Lee, Archur H(Hants, Fareham 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col. Charles W (Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter (Bristol,S 
Lowe, Francis William 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lueas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth 
Macartney, kt HnW.G. Ellison 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
M‘Killop,James (Stirlingshire) 
Maxwell, RtHnSir H E(Wigt’n 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milvain, Thomas 
More, Robt.Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morrell, George Hertert 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, RtHnA.Graham(Bute 
Myers, William Henry 
Newdegate, Francis A. N. 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
O’Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Sir Gilbert 
Peel, Hn Wm Robert Wellesley 
Pemberton, John S. G. 
Perey, Earl 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Pilkiugton, Lieut. -Col. Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Pym, C. Guy 
Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 
Randles, John 8S. 
tankin, Sir James 
Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Rareliff, R. F. 
Rattigan, Sir William Henry 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
temnant, James Farquharson 
Renwick, George 
Richards, Henry Charles 
Ridley,Hn. M. W. (Stalybridge 
Ridley,S.Forde( Bethnal Green 
Ritchie, Rt. HonChas. Thomson 
toberts, Samue! (Shettield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Robinson, Brooke 
follit, Sir Albert Kaye 


NOES. 


jurns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton Richard Knight 


| Cawley, Frederick 


Craig, Robert Hunter 


| Cremer, William Randal 
. | Crombie, John Wiiliam 
Brown,George M. (Edinburgh) | Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 


| Davies,M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
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Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Rothschild, Hon. Lionel Walter 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Runciman, Walter 
Rutherford, John 2 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Harry 8. (Limehouse) 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Seely, Maj.J.E.B([sleof Wight) 
Seton-Karr, Henry 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart, M. H.(Renfrew) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Lonis (Romford) 
Smith, H C( North mb Tyneside 
Smith,James Parker (Lanarks) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Spencer, Sir E. (W. Bromwich 
Stanley, Edwd.Jas. (Somerset) 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stewart,SirMark J.M‘Tageart 
Stone, Sir Benjamin - 
Stroyan, John 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot,Rt. Hn.JG.(Oxf'dU niv 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent, Col. SirC EH(Sheftield 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walrond, Rt.Hn.Sir William H 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Welby, Lt-Col. A.C. E.(Taunt’n 
Welby, Sir CharlesG. E. (Notts 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. Jolin Lloyd 
Whiteley, H( Ashton und. Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, A.Stanley( York, E.R.) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H.( Yorks) 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B. Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Younger, William 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hoodand Mr. Anstruther. 


Dewar, John A. (Inverness.sh. 
Dunean, J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 

Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Gladstone, Rt Hn. Herbert John 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grant, Corrie 

Grey, Rt. Hon. Sir E. (Berwick) 
Griffith, Ellis J. 





nit 
to 
sta 


fi 
as 

ha 
sel 


onl 
ch: 
the 


ren 
tir ) 
an 
ins' 


wit 
ins! 
to « 
the 
Ove 
eve 
Str 
the 
the 
its « 
tha 
tou 
the 
ing 


tion 


533 Education 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harwood, George 

Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hayter,Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H, 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, David Brynmor(Sw’nsea 
Jones, William (Carnarv nshire 
Kinloch,SirJ ohnGeorgeSmyth 
Kitson, Sir James 

Langley, Batty 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese,SirJoseph F.( Accrington 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Leng, Sir Johu 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 
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Morgan,J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Morley, Rt. Hn.John( Montrose 
Moss, Samuel 

Newnes, Sir George 

Norman, Henry 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Palmer, Sir Chas. M.(Durham) 
Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 

Pease, J. A. (Satfron Walden) 
Perks, Robert William 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Pickard, Benjamin 

Pirie, Duncan V. 

Price, Robert John 

Rea, Russell 

Reckitt, Harold James 

Reid, Sir R. Threshie (Dumfries 
Rickett, J. Compton 


| Rigg, Richard 


| Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 


tobertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Roe, Sir Thomas 


Bill. 


Soares, Ernest, J. 
Spencer, RtHnC.R. (Northants 
Stevenson, Francis S. 
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| Strachey, Sir Edward 


Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E. 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E. 
Thomas, David Alfred(Merthyr 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W. R. 
Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Wallace, Robert 
Walton,John Lawson(Leeds,S. 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene 

Weir, James Galloway 
White, (:eorge (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R. 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth 
Wilson, Fred. W.(Norfolk, Mid 





Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R. 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Woodhouse, Sir JT(Huddersf'd 


Lough, Thomas | Schwann, Charles E. 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall | Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
M‘Laren, Sir CharlesBenjamin | Shackleton, David James 
Manstield, Horace Rendall | Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 


Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe Shipman, Dr. John G. TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Markham, Arthur Basil Sinelair, John (Forfarshire) Mr. M‘Kenna and Mr. 


Mather, Sir William Sloan, Thomas Henry Charles Hobhouse. 

(6.0.) Mr. M*KENNA said his task in 
moving the Amendment he now proposed 
to move had been rendered easier by the 
statement of the First Lord of the 
Treasury. They now knew what the 


position of the local authority clear, that 
/in matters relating to the management 
'of the schools, other than religious in- 
| struction, the local education authority 
: ‘should be supreme. In view of the 
functions of the managers, under the Bill | frequent declarations made by the 
it stood, were to be. They were to | First Lord of the Treasury that he desired 
have all the powers of the old voluntary | to give full control to the education 
school managers except those destroyed | aythority over secular education he 
x Argan 8. It had — ah au a ‘could not see what grounds could be 
on Vy way to preserve the denominationa ict} f 4 
ioe a ay esi wae Waa ts found for resisting the Amendment 
them the management of all matters save 
secular instruction. The First Lord had Amendment proposed. ‘ 
reminded the Committee that all instrue- | ‘‘ In page 3, line 10, after yogi pe Frsassqpe 
tin was either religions or secular, ut as | tse te words, “ands tall master re 
a matter of fact there was a large body of | than the religious instruction given therein.’ ” 
instruction which could not be described | —(.Mr. M‘Kenna.) 

as either one or the other, and it was 
With the powers in connection with that 
instruction that his Amendment proposed | pe there inserted.” 
to deal. The Amendment would give to | 


the local education authority full power | ieee 
over the management of the pe Ba in| . Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said the hon. 
everything outside denominational in- | Gentleman wanted to reverse the pro- 
struction ; it would give, for instance, to | cedure adopted in the Bill, which was to 
the authority which found the money | Work on the plan provided by the Act 

{ }, | of 1870 and to excise from the existing 


the control of the articles purchased with hich 
itsown money. The Amendment was one | powers of the managers those whic 


that could hardly be resisted. It did not | might interfere with the proper con- 
touch the question of the appointment of | trol of secular education by the education 
the teachers, which was a matter appertain- | authority. He thought the plan provided 
ing alike to religious and secular instrue- | in the Bill was a better plan than that 
tion. He merelyasked, inorder tomake the | provided in the Amendment. 


as 





Question proposed, “ That those words 
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Sm WILLIAM HARCOURT asked 
where in the Bill the existing powers of 
the managers under the Act of 1870 
were preserved ? There were no words 
giving these new bodies the powers 
possessed by the old managers. Orginally 
‘there was a reference in Clause 7, but 
that had been cut out of the Bill. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said they had 
to deal with the question of managers on 
a later Clause ; it was not relevant to this 
Amendment. lf the right hon. Gentle- 
man would look at the new Clause which 
he had put down on the Paper, he would 
see that the point was touched on there. 


Mr. HERBERT LEWIS 
Boroughs) thought the 
Gentleman was proceeding in an 
extraordinary way. The proper course 
surely would have been to excise the 
smaller powers from the greater and 
not the greater from the smaller. The 
sphere of the denominational managers 
was much smaller than that of the 
educational authority. There were a 
great many questions as to which the 
Committee were entirely in the dark 
as to whether they came under secular 
or religious instruction, and those matters 
should undoubtedly and without qualifi- 
cation be controlled by the local educa- 
tion authority. With regard to furni- 
ture that had to be provided for religious 
as well as secular purposes, which head 
did that come under? The provision of 
school books admittedly came within the 
sphere of secular instruction, but there 
was nothing in the Bill to show it. Did 
the granting of prizes and certificates 
come within the sphere of secular in- 
struction? In his opinion all these 
matters should be controlled by the 
secular authority. Would the granting of 
holidays on saints’ days come under 
religious or secular instruction? That, 
he imagined, would appertain to both; 
but surely the right to grant holidays 
ought to be in the hands of the local 
authority ; yet there was nothing in the 
Bill with regard to matters of that kind. 
Unless the Amendment was adopted 
there would be innumerable cases 
of friction between the two bodies. 
The promotion of teachers was certainly 
a matter wit iin the sphere of the secular 


(Flint 
right hon. 
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control, and also the imposition and re- 
mission of fees, as it was possible to dis- 
criminate in matters of this kind 
distinctly to the advantage of those 
attending a particular school. These 
questions ought to be cleared up. The 
Committee ought not to discuss this 
matter with their hands tied, as they 
were at the present time. The question 
of the exclusion of scholars from the 
schools should also be left to the local 
education authority. He appealed to 
the Prime Minister to free the country 
and the local education authorities from 
the difficulties in which they would be 
placed for many years to come if these 
matters were not dealt with, and 
trusted that the right hon. Gentleman 
would not leave the ultimate decision to 
the Board of Education, which, with 
great respect, was under a political head 
and subject to partizan control. 


Mr. BRYCE did not think this Amend- 
ment ought to be regarded in a con- 
troversial spirit. The first part of the 
Amendment was to secure that thie 
division between secular and religious 
instruction should be an exhaustive one. 
The proper way for the Government to 
provide for it would be to declare that 
everything except religious instruction 
should be under the local education 
authority. Some Amendment of that 
kind would erystallise the position. 
Another point as to which it was desir- 
able to have a clear understanding was, 
who should have control of the time- 
table. That was a matter of great im- 
portance to the schools, because on it 
depended the times for religious and 
secular instruction. He supposed the 
local education authority would have 
complete control. 


Mr. ALFRED HUTTON  (York- 


shire, W. R., Morley) thought there 
was real substance in the Amend- 
ment. At present the managers of the 


denominational schools had both the 
management and the control. but when 
the control was to be given to one body 
and the management to another it was 
important that a distinction should be 
made between the duties which were to 
be given to each body. ‘The present 
managers were responsible to the Educa- 
tion Department alone and all the powers 
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which were not taken out of their hands 
by this Clause would, by presumption, 
be left in the hands of the managers. 
It was most important to make clear all 
the matters for which the managers were 
responsible. What he asked was that 
where this Clause did not make over any 
specific duties the residuary duties should 
lic in the hands of the managers through 
the local authorities. 


Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.) 
urged that some general words should he 
added which, whilst not touching religious 
instruction, would in a general way cover 
the whole of school management. Other- 
wise there would he much friction between 
managers and local authorities. He had 
had ten years experience on the London 
School Board, and he had brought with 
him the code of management which the 
London School Board had found it 
necessary to compile, which he would 
hand to the Prime Minister, who, he 
thought, would find it instructive. 


Mr. A. J, BALFOUR did not believe 
that in practice much difticulty would 
arise from the division proposed. He 
thought the best course would be to 
adhere to the Bill. 


Mr. MOSS (Denbighshire, E.) thought 
that most of the discussion might have 
heen avoided if the duties of the two 
powers had been defined exactly. If the 
powers to be exercised were left vague 
there would be discussions throughout 
the Bill as to what the duties of the 
hodies concerned should he. If the right 
hon. Gentleman would follow the Amend- 
ment he would see that everything except 
religious instruction was left to the local 
educational authority, which was exactly 
what he himself wished apparently. If 
that was so the right hon. Gentleman 
could not have any objection to his own 
intentions being expressed in the Bill. 


Mr. TREVELYAN (Yorkshire, 
W.R., Elland) said that to those who 
had had something to do with the 
management of schools the points raised 
by his hon. friend were of eminently 
practical importance. Outside the ordin- 
ary school work, nothing was of more 
importance than the encouragement of 
the children by the giving of prizes. He 
instanced a case in which out of 159 
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prizes given in a particular school only 
nine were for secular subjects, the other 
150 being awarded for religious know- 
ledge. Surely hon. Gentlemen who had 
sons at public or other schools would not 
be satisfied if the only prizes they won 
were Scripture prizes. Why should a 
svstem be allowed to continue which 
permitted managers to offer rewards in 
such a lop-sided way? All sides of 
education, not merely the religious, 
ought to be considered, and the local 
authority ought to have power to adopt 
a different practice if they tound managers 
acting in the manner he had instanced. 
Reierence had been made to the selection 
of text-books, but what about the 
pictures on the walls of the school? 
Pictures now played a very important 
part in education. The education auth- 
ority would pay for those pictures: who 
would choose them? Many of those in 
voluntary schools were extremely ob- 
noxious to the parents of Nonconformist 
children. Were the public to have no 
control in such a matter! Satisfactorily 
to work this Clause would be impossible 
unless some definite system were laid 
down as to who was to control matters 
of this kind. 


Mr. RICHARDS (Finsbury, E.) said he 
knew of a country School Board which 
was trying to empty a voluntary school 
by giving, at the expense of the rate- 
payers, an excessive number of prizes. 


*THe CHAIRMAN: That is' not rele- 
vant to the Amendment. 


Mr. RICHARDS, referring to the 
pictures, asked whether the hon. Member 
suggested there were any pictures in 
voluntary schools which were not accurate 
representations of history. 


*Tue CHAIRMAN: I do not think 
that that question either is relevant. 


Mr. RICHARDS asked then whether 
the Board of Education would make a 
list of pictures which might not appear 
because they were obnoxious to Non- 
conformist parents. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS said the mean- 
ing of the Amendment was perfectly 
clear. The managers would be managers 
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with regard to both secular and religious| Mr. M‘KENNA said that in conse. 
education. The whole of the manage-| quence of the perfunctory answer he 
ment would bein their hands. All the | ad received, he felt bound to go to a 
Amendment asked was that the managers — wy. bap ecg 05 
should obey the directions of the educa- tw conteds ol the ccheal. 

tion authority, except in matters relating | 

to religious education. Put in that way, 
he thought there was no answer to the 
ease of his hon. friend. 


(6.38.) Question put. 


The Committee divided: Ayes, 141; 
Noes, 265. (Division List, No. 407.) 


AYES. 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) { Hayne, Rt. Hon. CharlesSeale- ee ae 
Allan, Sir William (Gateshead) | Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. | Rickett, J. Compton 


Allen,CharlesP.(Gloue.,Stroud | Helme, Norval Watson Rigs, Richard 

Ashton, Thomas Gair | Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. | Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Atherley-Jones, L. Hobhouse, C. E. H. (Bristol,E.) | Roe, Sir Thomas 

Barlow, John Emmott | Holland, Sir William Henry | Runciman, Walter 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) | Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) | Schwann, Charles E. 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. | Horniman, Frederick John | Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Bell, Richard | Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C, | Shackleton. David James 
Black, Alexander, William | Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) | Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Bolton, Thomas. Dolling | Jacoby, James Alfred Shipman, Dr. John G. 


Joicey, Sir James | Sinelair, John (For farshire) 
Jones, David Brynmor(Sw'nsea | Soares, Ernest J. 

Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. | Spencer, RtHn.C.R.(Northaats 
Kinloch,SirJohnGeorgeSmyth | Stevenson, Francis 5. 

Kitson, Sir James | Strachey, Sir Edward 
Langley, Batty Taylor, Theodore Cooke, 


Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Brown, George M.( Edinburgh) 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Kt. Hon. James 
Burns, John 


Burt, Thomas | Layland-Barratt, Francis Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E. 
Caine, W — Sproston | Leese,SirJosephF. (Accrington Thomas,Sir A. (Glamorgan, E. 
Caldwell, James | Leigh, Sir Joseph | Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr) 
Cameron. Robert | Leng, Sir John | Thomas,.J A(Glamorgan,Gower 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. | Levy, Maurice | Thomson, F. W. (York, W. RB.) 
Causton, Richard Knight | Lloyd-George, David | Tomkinson, James 

Cawley, Frederick | Lough, Thomas | Toulmin, George 

Craig, Robert Hunter | Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. | Trevelyan, ¢ ‘harles Philips 
Cremer, William Randal | M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) | W allace, Robert 

Crombie, John William | M‘Laren,SirCharlesBenjamin | | Walton,J olin Lawson (Leeds,S. 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) | Manstield, Horace Rendall | Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Davies.M. Vanghan-(Cardigan | Mapvin, Sir Frederick Thorpe | Warner, Thomas Courtenay T- 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. | Markham, Arthur Basil | Wason, Eugene 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles | Mather, Sir William Ww eir, James Galloway 
Dunean, J. Hastings | Morgan,J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) | iW hite, George (Norfolk) 
Dunn, Sir William Morley, Charies (Breconshire) | White, L uke (Yor k, E. R.) 
Edwards, Frank Morley, Rt. Hn.John(Montrose | Whiteley ee (York, W.R.) 
Emmott, Alfred Moss, ‘Samuel | Whitley, J. H. * (Halifax) 
Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) | Newnes, Sir George | Whittever, Thomas Palmer 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert Norman, Henry | Williams, Osmond (Merioneth 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) | Norton, Capt. Cecil William | Wilson,Fred.W.(Norfolk, Mid. 
Fowler, be Hon. Sir He mry Nussey, Thomas Willans | Wilson, HenryJ.( York, W. K.) 
Fuller, J. M. F. Palmer,SirCharlesM.(Durham | Wilson, Jobn (Durham, Mid.) 
Gladstone] Rt Hn. HerbertJohn | Partington, Oswald Wilson, J. W. (Worcestersh. N) 
Goddard, Daniel Ford | Paulton, James Mellor | Woodhouse,SirJ T (Huddersf d 
Grant, Corrie Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) | Yoxall, James Henry 

Grey, Rt. Hn. Sir E. (Berwick) | Perks, Robert William 

Griffiths, Ellis J. P ickard, Benjamin | 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton Pirie, Duncan V. | TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Harcourt, Rt. Hon.Sir William | Price, Robert John Mr. M‘Kenna and Mr. 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester | Rea, Russell Herbert Lewis. 

Harwood, George / Reckitt, Harold James } 

NOES. 

Agg-Gardner, James Tynte Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. | Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel Arrol, Sir William ~ Baird, John George Alexander 
Aird, Sir John | Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John ! Balcarres, Lord 


Anson, Sir William Reynell | Bagot, Capt.Josceline FitzRoy | Baldwin, Alfred ’ 
Ar kwright, John Stanhope | Bailey, James (Walworth) ! Balfour, Rt. Hon.A.J.(Manch’r 


Mr. Samuel Evans. 
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salfour,RtHnGerald W (Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Benbury, Frederick George 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boulnois, Edmund 
Bowles,Capt. H. F.( Middlesex) 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. Sir John 
Brooktield, Colonel Montagu 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Brown, Alexander H.(Shropsh. 
Brymer, William Ernest 
jullard, Sir Harry 

Butcher, John George 


Campbell, Rt HnJ. A. (Glasgow | 


Carew, James Laurence 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Carvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W( Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn..J.(Birm.) 
Chamberlain, RtHn.J A.( Wore. 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churehill, Winston Spencer 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 

Clive, Captain Perey A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A.E. 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Colomb,Sir John Charles Ready 


Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole | 


Compton, Lord Alwyne 

Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Crossley. Sir Savile 

Cubitt. Hon. Henry 

Cust, Henry John C. 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley- 


Davies, SirHoratioD(Chatham | 


Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Digby. John K. D. Wingfield- 


Dixon-Hartland,SirFr’d Dixon | 


Dorineton, Rt. Hon. Sir JohnE. 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxtord Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt, Hon. SirW illiam Hart 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Faber, Edmund B.(Hants, W.) 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt.Hn.SirJ.(Mane’r 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald,SirRobert Penrose- 
Fitzroy Hon. Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, PhilipS.(Warwick,S. W 
Galloway, William Johnson 
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Garfit, William 

Godson, SirAugustus Frederick 

Gordon Maj Evans-(T’rH’mlets 

Gore, HnG R.C.Ormsby-(Salop 

| Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 

| Goulding, Edward Alfred 

Graham, Henry Robert 

Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 

Greene, SirEW(B ryS,Edm’pds 

Greene, HenryD. (Shrewsbury) 

| Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. ) 

| Grenfell, William Henry 

| Gretton, John 

| Greville, Hon. Roland 

| Groves, James Grimble 

| Gunter, Sir Robert 

| Hain, Edward 

Hall, Edward Marshall 

| Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 

| Hamilton, RtHnLordG(Midd’x 

| Hardy, Laurence( Kent, Ashf’rd 

| Hare, Thomas Leigh 

| Harris, Frederick Leverton 

| Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 

| Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 

| Hay, Hon. Claude George 

| Healy, Timothy Michael 

Heath, ArthurHoward(Hanley 

Heath,James(Stattords. N. W.) 

Heaton, John Henniker 

Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Sir Alexander 

Hickman, Sir Alfred 

| Higginbottom, 8S. W. 
Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset,E. 
Hogg, Lindsay 
Hope,J F.(Shettield, Brightside 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 

| Houston, Robert Paterson 

Howard,.J.(Midd., Tottenham) 





Hudson, George Bickersteth 
| Hutton, John (Yorks. N.R.) 


| Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse | 


| Jeffreys, Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred, 
| Johnstone, Heywood 
Kemp, George 
| Kennaway,Rt. Hon. SirJohnH. 
Kennedy, Patrick James 
| Kenyon, Hon,Geo.T. (Denbigh) 
| Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W.(Salop 
| Kimber, Henry 
| Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
| Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
| Lawrence,SirJ oseph(Monm’th 
| Lawson, John Grant 

Lee, ArthurH(Hants., Fareham 


Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) | 
| Skewes-Cox, Thomas 


| Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 

| Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
| Llewellyn, Evan Henry 

| Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
| Long,Col. Charles W.(Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter( Bristol S) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas,Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, ReginaldJ.( Portsmouth 
Macartney,Rt Hn W.G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
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| M‘Killop,James (Stirlingshire) 
Maxwell, RtnSirHE.(Wigt’n 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milvain, Thomas 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 

| More, Robt..Jasper (Shropshire) 

| Morgan, David J( Walthamstow 

| Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray,RtHnA.Graham(Bute) 
Myers, William Henry 

| Newdegate, Francis A. N. 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Palmer, Waiter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Sir Gilbert 
Pease, Herbert Pike(Darlingt’n 
Peel, Hn. Wm Robert Wellesley 
Pemberton, John S. G. 
Percy, Earl 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Pilkington, Lieut-Col. Richard 
Platt-Higgins. Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. ’ 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Guy 

Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 


| Randles, John 8. 
| Rankin, Sir James 


Hozier, Hon. JamesHenryCecil | 


Ratcliff, R. F. 

Rattigan, Sir William Henry 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
temnant, James Farquharson 
Renwick, George 

Richards, Henry Charles 
Ridley, Hn.M. W.(Stalybridge 
tidley,S Forde( Bethnal Green 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Shettield) 
tobertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Robinson, Brooke 

follit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
toyds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Harry 8. (Limehouse) 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Seely, Maj.J. E. B. (Isleof Wight 
Seton-Karr, Henry 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart, M. H.(Renfrew 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 


Sloan, Thomas Henry 

Smith, HC(North'mb.Tyneside 
Smith, James Parker(Lanarks. 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 
Stanley, Hn. Arthur (Ormskirk 
Stanley, EdwardJas.(Somerset) 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stewart,SirMark J.M‘Taggart 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Stroyan, John 

Strutt, Hon. Chas. Helley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 





Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
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Talbot, RtHn.J.G.(Oxf'dUniv. | 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 
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Welby,Lt.-Col. ACE.(Taunton | Wilson-Todd, Wm.H.(Yorks,) 


| Wortley, Rt. Hon.C.B. Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 


Tomlinson, Sir Win. Edw. M. | Whiteley,H(Ashton-und.Lyne | Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Valentia, Vicount | Whitmore, Charles Algernon | Younger, William 
Vincent,Col. SirC.E. H.(Shefld | Willoughby de Eresby, Lord | 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) Willox, Sir John Archibald | ‘TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 
Walrond, . Hn. SirWilliamH | Wilson, A. Stanley( York, E.R.) ) | Sir Alexander  Acland- 
Wanklyn, James Leslie | Wilson, John (G hoon Hood,and Mr. Anstruther, 
(6.55.) Mr. WHITLEY said the and they should appoint a secretary to 
Amendment standing in his name keep a record of their proceedings which, 
would not have been necessary if the he presumed, would be open to the in- 
Government had accepted the Amend- spection of the local authority. This 


ment which had just been voted upon. 
The Government having declined to 
allow the education authority to lay 
down rules to guide the managers, it had 
become necessary to raise this point. At 
the present time the methods of volun- 
tary school managers were exceedingly 
lax. He did not think he would be 
stepping beyond the mark if he said that 
in three-fourths of the voluntary schools 
there was no regular meeting of the 
managers. and one-half of them did not 
attend. The one act which these man- 
agers had to do as a rule was simply to 
sign Form 9 when taken round to them 
either by the vicar or the head teacher. 
If the managers were going to have 
these important duties without the local 
authority having power to lay down 
what methods they should follow, then 
the Committee should introduce some 
words which would give regularity to 
the meetings and methods of the man- 
agers. He asked that the managers 
should be obliged to hold at least one 
meeting per month, with the exception 
of the month of August, and that they 
should keep proper minutes of their pro- 
ceedings. It was extremely desirable 
when any decision was arrived at that 
there should be a record as to who was 
present at that meeting. Unless some 
such Amendment was accepted it would 
be quite possible for managers to go on 
in the old lax way with only one manager 
present at a meeting. and there was no 
security that the decisions would be 
arrived at by the full meeting of man- 
agers. He had an Amendment on the 
Paper providing for a quorum of three. 
On this point he thought the proper 
thing for the Committee to do was to 
lay down a certain time once a month 
for meetings, and it was not too much 
to ask the managers to meet once a 
month for eleven months in the year, 


was so reasonable an Amendment that 
it did not require any further argument, 
and he begged to move. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 3, line 10, at end, to insert the words 
‘shall hold at least one meeting in each: month 
excepting August, and shall keep proper 
minutes of their proceedings.’ °—(.7r. Whitley.) 


Question proposed, “That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR ' said the 
objection raised by the hon. Member 
was that under the present system the 
managers, or a majority of them, ab- 
sented themselves from their duty and 
left matters very much tothe clergyman 
of the parish. That could not happen 
after this Bill was passed. If it were 
true that denominational managers did 
treat their duties in the lax manner 
suggested, he did not believe there was 
any danger that the duties to he dis- 
charged by the managers would !e leit 
to one of their number, because he 
would find himself conjoined with two 
other managers. The result would be 
that the school would not be managed 
by one single individual, because he 
would find himself conjoined by two 
other members. He thought it was not 
necessary to add such a minute provi 
sion to the Bill. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE asked whether 
there was any provision in the Bill a 
all to compel the managers to meet. I! 
they did not meet there could not 
possibly be a majority. His hon. friend 
said that they should meet, and if the 
denominational managers did not attend 
the other members would be able to 
congratulate themselves on having 4 
majority. There were at present five or 
six managers in every parish, but, as 4 
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matter of fact, they did not meet, and 
there was nothing in the Bill to prevent 
that system continuing. The clergyman 
took upon himself the whole functions of 
the managers, and he was the corres- 
pondent of the Education Department. 
There was nothing in the Bill to prevent 
him doing exactly as he had done in 
the past. What was wanted in the Bill 
was a provision to compel the summon- 
ing of a meeting. The right hon. 
Gentleman was proceeding on the 
assumption that his Bill was all right. 
He intended fairly, but he was dealing 
with « number of men he knew nothing 
abont, and once there was the slightest 
difficulty they would act up to the letter 
ot the law. There was not a single 
syllable in the Bill to compel the clergy- 
man to summon a meeting of the 
managers from one year’s end to the 
other. The right hon. Gentleman had 


suid that practically the Amendment | 


was embodied in the Bill. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I never said 
the Bill did anything so absurd as to 
prescribe the number of meetings. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said that really 
showed how much the right hon. Gentle- 
man knew about local government. He 
talked of the absurdity of prescribing 


the number of meetings the local 
authority should have. Did not the 


right hon. Gentleman know that the 
Local Government Acts prescribed when 
meetings were to be held, and even the 
times of meetings had been laid down 
by Statute. It was something like trifling 
with the House to suggest that a pro- 
posal of this sort should not be incorpo- 
rated in the Bill. 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE said 
the Local Government Act of 1888, 
introduced by a colleague of the Prime 
Minister, prescribed when meetings 
of County Councils were to be held, and 
similar provision was made in the Act of 
1892, introduced by a Liberal Govern- 
ment, in regard to parish councils. The 
last-mentioned Act provided that no 
pirish council meeting should be held 
before six o'clock in the evening. In 
view of these facts, what was there 
absurd in the request of his hon. friend 
the Member for Halifax? He thought 
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'the committee through which the local 


authority was to act should also be com- 
pelled to meet. There was nothing in 
the Bill compelling the committee to 
meet. 


Mr. BRYCE hoped the First Lord of 
the Treasury would give serious attention 
to the proposal. With many denomina- 
tional schools there was no system of 
regular meetings of managers, but 
simply a meeting to pass accounts, and 
a resolution delegating to the Chairman 
all the functions of the manageria! body 
for the rest of the year. They should 
not allow that state of things to arise in 
future. He suggested that there were 
three ways of dealing with this matter. 
The right hon. Gentleman could accept 
the Amendment, but if he liked he could 
make the meetings quarterly instead of 
monthly; the second way was to give 
power to the local education authority 
to make bye-laws fixing the time when 
the managers should meet ; or. thirdly, 
a schedule could be put in the Bill, con- 
taining a sort of code for the direction 
of managers in this and other matters. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR did not wish to 
treat this in a perfunctory manner. He 
could not understand how, with a body 
of representative managers, the work 
could be carried on without meetings. 


Mr. BRYCE said it was no unusual 
practice for no meetings to be summoned 
except for passing the annual accounts. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR admitted that 
there were Members in the House more 
practically acquainted with these affairs 
than himself. His work had lain in 
other directions, but he should have 
thought that when Parliament entrusted 
a body of managers with certain work it 
would not be competent for that body 
to delegate its functions to one member. 
It seemed to him clear that a clergyman 
could not act without the representative 
managers. He really could not see that 
there was any practical danger at all. 
Were they seriously to suppose that the 
education authority were going to hand 
over all their money to be _ illegally 
distributed bya single individual without 
the consent of the whole body of 
managers ! He believed the Amendment 
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useless, as he ventured to think he had 
shown, but he would be willing to 
consider, at a later stage of the Bill, 
whether it might not be possible to 
provide that, where an _ education 
authority thought it necessary to require 
a meeting, that meeting should be called. 


Str EDWARD GREY (Northumber- 
land, Berwick) said he thought the right 
hon. the First Lord of the Treasury had 
considerably under-rated the evils that 
were going on at the present time. He 
knew of a case where no meeting was 
ever summoned, and all that needed to 
be done was to get the accounts signed 
by two individuals. Such a_ practice 
could be carried on still, unless the local 
authority was empowered to withhold 
grants from the schools. He understood 
the First Lord to say that that danger 
would be averted by the fact that one of 
the representative managers would write 
up to the education authority that he 
was not being consulted in the manage- 
ment of the schools, and that then the 
education authority would withhold the 
grants, and so bring the managers to 
reason. That was a most important 
statement, although it was not in the 
Bill just now. The First Lord had 
argued that this was too minute a point 
for much controversy. He was disposed 
to agree with that, but he again pressed 
on the right hon. Gentleman the 
suggestion urged by the hon. Member 
for North Camberwell that some general 
power should be given to secure that 
all these minute points should be met 
either by the managers or the local educa- 
tion authority. There would be a number 
of questions which would come up in 
the debatable land, which did not come, as 
this did not come, directly under the head 
either of religious or of secular instruction. 
To whom did this debatable land belong ? 
Who was to be the residuary legatee of 
powers that did not come under any 
special definition in the Bill? Were 
they to make the education authority 
or the managers residuary legatee ?_ Of 
course those who agreed with him 
would like it to be the local education 
authority. 


Mr, ERNEST GRAY (West Ham, N.) 
said he was glad to hear his right hon. 
friend promise to give further considera- 
tion to this point. It was a very real 


Mr. A.J. Palfour. 
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one. He quite agreed that the condi. 
tions in the future would differ yery 
materially from those in the past; but 
they must recollect that large numbers 
of conditions were laid down in existing 
trust deeds. Many trust deeds made 
full provision for calling meetings, the 
person who was to call them, and the 
way in which they were to be conducted. 
Now, they were not rescinding these 
arrangements by this Clause. There 
was nothing, so far as he had _ noticed, 
in the Bill itself, or in the proposed 
Amendment, which would set at naught 
such provisions. It had been suggested 
that if the two appointed representatives 
were not called to a meeting they should 
He 
should have thought himself that the 
Clause which gave the local authority 
control over secondary education in- 
cluded the power to call meetings of the 
managers; but if there was any doubt 
about it, it should be made clear. He 
hoped the managers would not have 
much control, but they would have a 
guiding influence over the schools; and. 
if Churchmen and Nonconformists were 
to work together, it should be under 
well-considered regulations, so that there 
should be no feeling of unfair dealing on 
the one side or the other. Let the 
appointed managers realise that what- 
ever was done by the majority was done 
in accordance with rules fixed by the 
House of Commons. He knew full well 
many a school that had gone to utter 
ruin through the failure of the managers 
to meet, and there was a possibility of a 
school drifting into evil ways unless pro- 
vision was made for regular meetings. 
He trusted that every local education 
authority would be charged with the duty 
of laying down regulations which should 
prevail throughout the whole of their area 
for the proper conduct of every school 
under their control. 


*Sm CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean) said that this matter 
had been a subject of judicial decision. It 
had been laid down by the court; of law 
that unless the visiting committee of a 
hoard of guardians, which had very import- 
ant duties to discharge, was properly 
summoned by the Chairman, that com- 
mittee had no power to act. The right 
hon. Gentleman was not justified in 
assuming that this matter was too minute 
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= ior the House of Commons to deal with. 
ndi- {it was thoroughly discussed in 1870, and 
ery fia the Education Act of that year it was 
but quid down in the Schedule in the strongest 
bers Jmanner, that the smallest School Boards in 
ting shecountry were bound by these Schedules. 
rade Not only that, but the provisions were 
the qiund inadequate, and they were further 
the paid down with the utmost minute- 
‘ted, guess 1m the Act of 1873. If Parlia- 
hese uent now deliberately neglected to lay 
here quwn similar provisions with regard to 
ced, 42 other schools, it would undoubtedly 
onl wheld that this was a purposed neglect, 

sht gud that they were not subject to rules 
— rthe proper convening and holding of 
i ueetings. 

ould " eee Ley , 

He § Mr. A.J. 1 ALFOUKR said that the right 

the go. Gentleman the Member for Forest 
ority i Dean had undoubtedly a very wide 
\ i nowled ge of these matters. He would 
f the arefully consider whether, as regarded 
loubt geceunss of managers where secular edu- 
"y ation Was concerned, anything should be 
in ine by way of a Schedule to the Bill. 
‘nd. | Me. WHITLEY said he wanted to ask 
were (2 First Lord what objection there was 
inder the Amendment being inserted at this 
there gout: In all the words the right hon. 
adi vntleman had addressed to the Com- 
the peter he gave no hint as to why this 
tte Haidest request should not be granted, or 
what to why the managers should not be 
done empelled to keep minutes of their pro- 
be edings. 

utter B+Ts CHAIRMAN said he wished to 
agers 


hint out to the hon. Member that if his 


7 OL 4 Binendment was dealt with now the 


S Pro Batter could not be dealt with when the 
tings: Bimmittee came to the Schedule. 

cation 

> duty 


Mr. WHITLEY said he was willing to 
mthdraw his Amendment on the assur- 
wee of the First Lord ; but he asked that 
te words to be inserted in the Schedule 
wuld be put down on the Paper at an 
aly day. If that were done it would 


hhould 
r area 
school 


reste’ Brvent many Amendments on the Paper 
natter ‘ing moved. 

n Its 

f law ee ; 
ae Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he could not 
mport- JF? the exact day when he would place 
operly ["° Amendment on the Paper, but he 
mn ould do it. 

right , 
ed in {| Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


rinute 
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Committee report Progress, to sit again 
| Tomorrow. 


Instruction (Ireland) Bill. 





EVENING SITTING. 


THE CHAIRMAN OF WAYS AND 
MEANS. 


The Clerk at the Table informed the 
House of the unavoidabie absence of the 
Chairman of Ways and Means. 


AGRICULTURE AND TECHNICAL 
INSTRUCTION ({RELAND) (No. 2) BILL. 


[Seconp Reariye. } 


Order for Second Reading read. 


(9.0.) THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Wynpbuam, Dover), in 
moving the second reading of this Bill, 
said it proposed to give legislative sanction 
to an agreement between the Royal 
Dublin Society and the Department of 
Agriculture and Technical Instruction. 
At present, under the Probate Duties 
(Scotland and Ireland) Act, 1888, a sum 
of £5,000 was administered by the 
Royal Dublin Society for the improve- 
ment of horse-breeding in Ireland. The 
society was prepared, willing, and, he 
believed, eager to transfer the adminis« 
tration of this annual grant to the 
Department of Agriculture and Technical 
Instruction, and the Department was 
equally anxious to administer the fund, 
He hoped and believed the House would 
come to the conclusion that the 
Department of Agriculture and Technical 
Instruction was the proper body to 
administer this fund. 


Motion made and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” —(.VWr. Wyndham.) 


*Mr. HEMPHILL (Tyrone, N.) said 
that if the right hon. Gentleman could 
assure the House that the Bill had the 
sanction and approval of the Royal 
Dublin Society, it was not a measure 
that ought to be contested. If there 
was one body which had been more 
successful in administering the affairs of 
Ireland than any other, it was the Royal 
Dublin Society, which had now been in 
| existence for 142 years or thereabouts. 
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part of its money had been 
usetully appled to promoting the 
breed of horses and cattle, and the 
Society had instituted a horse show 
which had obtained European celebrity. 
All he asked then was the assurance of 
the right hon. Gentleman that this 
transfer had the full sanction and co- 
operation of the Council of that society. 


A great 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork Co., N.) said he did 
not often’ find himself in disagreement 
with the right hon. Gentleman who 
had just spoken, but he could not quite 
follow his argument, and he certainly 
thought the Department of Agriculture 
was the best fitted to administer the 
money. At the same time, no Irishman 
desired to detract from the merits of the 
great horse show at Ballibridge, which 
had obtained world - wide celebrity. 
There was no desire on the part of the 
Irish Members to oppose a Bill of this 
kind ; on the contrary, they would be 
glad to see it pass; but he hoped the 
right hon. Gentleman would press upon 
the Department the fact that it was not 
necessary to the carrying out of their 
work in the development of horses and 
eattle, that every official who was ap- 
pointed should be either an Englishman 
or a Scotchman. At present the policy 
of the Department in this respect seemed 
to be “that no Irishman need apply” 
for no matter how eminent or capable an 
Irishman might be, however well fitted 
he might be for a post under the Depart- 
ment. the fact that he was an Irishman 
seemed to be a disqualification in the 
eyes of the Department. He hoped the 
right hon. Gentleman would impress on 
the Department that in future such a 
policy must not be pursued. 


Mr. O'DOWD (Sligo, 8.) regarded the 
Bill as a step in the right direction. At 
the same time he hoped that this Depart- 
ment would not become a second Local 
Government Board, and that the Com mit- 
tees which were now working all over Ire- 
land in conjunction with the Department 
of Agriculture would not be treated in 
the way the Local Government Board 
treated local bodies. He had for years 
been a member of a council which had 
adopted the technical scheme, and which 
had taxed the people for the purpose of 
backing up the Department in giving 


Mr. Ih mpl il. 
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agricultural and technical instruction 
with a view to improving the condition 
of the people in the West of Ireland, and 
he trusted that in the future the recom. 
mendations of the County Council would 
receive more attention at the hands of 
the Department. 


Mr. CULLINAN (Tipperary, 8.) com. 
plained that the Department sent 
ignorant and incompetent Englishmen 
and Scotchmen to lecture the [Irish 
farmers on agricultural matters, and he 
had only that day read in a local news. 
paper the fact that a County Council 
had felt it to be its duty to condemn the 
action of one of these Scottish experts. 
The Irish people did not want to be 
Anglicised, and many Councils were 
becoming disgusted with the class of 
teachers selected by the Board. The 
Department too was Icoked upon with 
a certain amount of suspicion by a great 
number of people who were beginning to 
think that this endeavour to develop the 
industries of the country, to improve the 
breeds of stock and to grow better croys 
was really intended to create a fictitious 
value for the land in the interests of the 
landlords. He hoped at any time there 
would be a great improvement effected 
in the methods of the Department. 


*Mr. HUGH LAW (Donegal, W.) said 
they were all agreed as to the desirability 
of the transfer, but they desired an oppor- 
tunity of discussing the work of the De. 
partment. It was very important that 
the Depaitment should be national in 
fact as well as in name, and that it 
should be in harmony with the gener:! 
feeling of the country. Moreover, there 
was undoubtedly a necessity for more 
elasticity in its working ; at present it was 
too much bound up in red tape, and the 
result was that it strangled new indus 
tries. Only that day he had had broughi 
under his notice a case in which a lad} 
had started a blackberry jam industry, 
which had found employment for a cor 
siderable number of children and other 
She obtained a grant of £10 from thi 
Agricultural Committee of the Count 
Council, and set to work. But the 
Department subsequently declined | 
sanction the grant, on the ground thi 
the Technical and not the Agricultur: 
Committee should have sanctioned the 
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proceeding. it was doubtful if there 
would be any more blackberry jam made 
in that district in future. 


Mr. MURPHY (Kerry, E.) said there 
was a very strong feeling throughout the 
country as to the manner in which the 
Departinent filled vacant appointments, 
and he hoped that it would 
make ‘no Lrish need apply ” 
in the appointment of ofticials. 


cease to 
its motto 


(Juestion put, and agreed to. 


Bill read a second time, and committed 
for tomorrow. 


EXPIRING LAWS CONTINUANCE BILL. 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


(Mr. JerFREYS (Hampshire, N.) in 
the Chair. | 


Clause 1 :— 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON had on 
the Paper an Amendment to provide for 
two Schedules ; one containing a List of 
Acts to be “continued until repealed,” 
and the other containing a List of Acts 
to be continued, in whole, or in part, 
till the 31st December, 1903. The hon. 
Member said he understood that his 
Amendment was ruled to be out of 
order. 


Tue DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Yes, I 
think it is out of order, because it pro- 
poses to make various expiring laws into 
permanent Acts of Parliament, and that is 
not within the scope of the present Bill. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : I take 
it that your objection is to the form of 
words Lemploy. The object of this Bill 
is the continuance of certain Acts of 
Parliament: surely it is for the House to 
siy for how long they shall be continued. 
The Bill proposes to continue certain Acts 
until 1903 ; is it not competent for me to 
move to substitute 1953! What I pro- 
pose to do is to divide the Acts into two 
schedules. 


Siz: ALBERT ROLLIT (Islington, 5.) 


Amendment, although in a somewhat 
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different form, and although he had great 
respect for the ruling of the Chair, he 
must confess he did not see the validity 
of the ruling in this particular instance. 
Why could they not have in the schedule 
a column stating for how long each Act 
should continue ? He failed to see why 
such an Act as the Ballot Act, which 
had the approval of the entire House, 


should) not be rendered permanent. 
He should have thought that the 
Amendment of the hon. Member 


for Dundee was in order, but if not. he 
wished to know if his suggestion to carry 
out a similar object would be in order, 


Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR said that, with 
all due respect, he would strongly urge 
the view that if the proposal of his hon. 
friend were accepted it would mean that, 
in an obscure way and by a side wind, 
the Committee would be making per 
petual Acts, which, up to the present, had 
been renewable from year to year. 


*THoe DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: As 
regards the point of order raised by the 
hon. and learned Gentleman the Member 
for Dundee, I am quite clear on the 
subject. Every Act continues in force 
until it is repealed, and the proposal of 
the hon. and learned Gentleman to con- 
tinue certain expiring laws for fixed 
periods, or till repealed by Parliament, 
would be out of order. 
that opinion as from myself only. | 
have consulted the authorities of the 
House, and I am fortified by their opinion 


also. 


I do not give 


Motion made and Question proposed, 
“That Clause 1 stand part of the Bill.” 


(9.35.) Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON 
said he ventured to repeat the hope he ex- 
pressed last night that this was the last oc- 
casion on which the Expiring Laws Continu- 
ance Bill would be presented in its existing 
form. After the admissions which had been 
made by the First Lord of the Treasury, 
the inclusion of the Ballot Act and the 
Employers Liability Act in the Bill could 
not be defended for a moment. I[t was 
the universal view of the House that 
that was a scandal. The Prime Minister 
himself admitted the force of their con- 
tention, which was that when the Bill 


jhad to be bronght in again, permanent 
said he had intended to propose a similar 


Acts should be made permanent, and 
temporary Acts should he continued as 
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at present. He ventured to appeal to the 
Attorney General for an assurance that a 
different policy would be pursued in the 
future. 


Mr. T. P. OCONNOR said he quite 
agreed with his hon. and learned friend 
that it was absurd that an Act like the 
Ballot Act, which had been accepted by 
all parties as one of the irrevocable laws 
of the country, should have to be renewed 
from year to year; but he strongly pro- 
tested against the doctrine that legislation 
which Parliament deliberately meant to 
he experimental and temporary should be 
made perpetual by such a summary pro- 
cess as putting it into the schedule of 
the Expiring Laws Continuance Bill. Of 
course hon. Gentlemen would under- 
stand how the Irish Members felt on 
the question, but apart altogether from the 
fact that Acts dealing with fundamental 
rights in Ireland were included in the Bill, 
there were other questions, many of them 
accepted by both Parties in the House on 
the strict condition that their operation 
should be confined to a certain number 
of years, in order to see how they worked. 
That was a proper way to deal with many 
social experiments ; and while he joined 


Expiring Laws 


in the appeal to the Attorney General to | 


say that measures which had practically 
become part of the constitution should 
mot be subject to this process year by 
year, he wished to safeguard himself and 
his hon. friends against the idea that they 


would not regard it as a serious danger | 


to make perpetual measures which Parlia- 
ment in its wisdom had declared to be 
experimental and temporary. 


Sir ALBERT ROLLIT said he wished 


to assure his hon. friend who had just | 


spoken that the very last idea they had 
was to force on any section of the House, 
by indirect means, measures which were 
objectionable to them. There was obvi- 
ously a clear distinction between contro- 
versial Acts and Acts which were 
universally accepted. He wished to join 
in the appeal to the Attorney General, 
who he knew would be sympathetic, 
to remove what he considered a great blot 
on their mode of legislation. They were 
not only re-enacting a large number of 
obsolete Statutes, but were positively 
incorporating in the fourth column five 
or ten times as many extraneous re- 
ferences to other Acts of Parliament, and 
yet they acted on the assumption that 


Mr. Edmund Robertson. 
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| the people were familiar with the law 
and were bound to obey it at their peril, 
That mode of legislation was a disgrace 
to the present century. They saw how 
Germany had devoted a very large sum 
of money, as well as the best minds in 
the country, to the preparation of a code, 
That course was also being taken in 
comparatively new countries like Egypt ; 
and when they realised the great 
advantage to the French uation of the 
Code Napoleon, he thought the time had 
come when there should be, on the part 
of law reformers, the strongest possible 
protest against what he could only call a 
marine store mode of legislation. The 
present Bill was the penance which Parlia 
ment had to suffer for the scandalous 
mode in which so much of its legislation 
was effected. This patchwork kind of 
legislation was as discreditable to the 
Legislature as it was injurious to the 
best interests of the country. 





| Mr. ROBERT SPENCER (Northamp- 
| tonshire, Mid.) said he quite agreed that 
| the Ballot Act should be made permanent. 
| He wished to ask the Attorney General, 
| however, why the Sand Grouse Protection 
| Act should only be extended for one year. 


hon. Gentleman must discuss that on the 


| *THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: The 
| Schedule. 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY said he agreed 
in the abstract with what his hon. frend 
said as to the Bill not being a desirable 
mode of legislation ; but what had been 
said by the hon. Member for the Scotland 
| Division showed that there was some 
' difficulty in giving practical application 


to the very excellent principle 
' which had been laid down by the 
hon. and learned Gentleman. To the 


| 
| main principle advanced he si:ould be 
disposed to give his most entire and 
| hearty assent ; but he would point out 
that it was largely a matter of Parlia- 
mentary time, and that the subject was 
|only one branch of the larger subject 
referred to by his hon. friend the 
Member for South Islington, viz., the 
codification of thelaw. He did not quite 
agree with his hon. friend as to the 
excellence of the Code Napoleon, as, 
when he had to look up a question of 
French law, he had to examine a mais 
of decisions, If we codified our laws 
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it should be on a more complete and 
thorough plan than that of the Code 
Napoleon. 


Str ALBERT ROLLIT said he would 


mention the Egyptian Code. 


sir ROBERT FINLAY | said he 
thought the Egyptian Code was better 
than the Code Napoleon. With regard 
to the particular subject before the 
Committee. he did not think it could be 
looked upon apart from the general sub- 
ject of which it was a branch. If that 
subject was to be dealt with, the House 
should be content to delegate to a Com- 
mittee the task of dealing with the 
details. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: Even 
as regards the Ballot Act ? 


Sm. ROBERT FINLAY said that 
there were a number of other Acts, and 
the Committee would have to deal with 
the subject as a whole. The difficulties 
which would arise froin an Act being 
mide permanent involved questions of 
such nicety and detail that he could 
foresee several weeks of Parliamentary 
time being consumed in Committee of 
the Whole House on the subject. There 
was very great jealousy on the part of 
the House to delegate a task of that 
character, and as long as that jealousy 
continued, he was afraid that the pros- 
pects of codific ation were somewhat 
remote. He had _ the entire 
sympathy with the general principle 
enunciated, but he could not undertake 
on behalf of the Government that the 
subject would be dealt with next session. 
No undertaking could be given until 
they knew how the House would be 
disposed to look at the larger question, 
and how much Parliamentary time 
would be available. 


most 


Mr. O’SHEE said he desired to eall 
attention to the fact that there was no 
reference whatever, except in the pre- 
amble of the Bill, to Part II. He asked 


ior an explanation. 
(Juestion put and agreed to. 
Clause 2 agreed to. 


Motion made and Question proposed, , 
“That the Schedule be added to the Bill.”, 


VOL. CXIII. [Fourru Series.] 
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Mr. FLYNN said that he handed in 
an Amendment to the schedule yesterday 
which was of a perfectly clear and com- 
prehensible character. He now found that 
his Amendment appeared three times over, 
and each time referred to a different Act. 
His object was to omit the Peace Pre- 
servation (Ireland) Act, 1881; but he 
was also apparently inviting the Com- 
mittee to omit the Corrupt Practices 
Act, 1854, and the Corrupt Practices 
Commission Expenses Act, 1869. 


* Tit DEPUTY CHAIRMAN : If the 
hon. Gentleman will state the lines in 
the Schedule he wishes to omit, I will call 
upon him. 


Mr. FLYNN said that although he 
handed in the Amendment in proper 
form it appeared in such a manner as to 
make him seem ridiculous. 


* THe DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: I can 
only judge by the Paper in my hands at 
the present moment, and in that I find 
that the hon. Gentleman proposes to leave 
out lines 30 and 31. If any hon. Gentle- 
man has an Amendment before that, | 
will call on him. 


Mr. OSHEE said he desired to omit 
in page 2, lines 39 and 40, which referred 
tothe Labourers (Ireland) Act, 1860. That 
Act, which was now obsolete, was to enable 
the Board of Works in Lreland to advance 
money to owners of land for the erection 
of labourers’ cottages. Since the passing 
of the Act of 1883, he had never heard of 
the Act of 1860 being put into operation, 
although he was specially interested in the 
housing of agricultural labourersin Ireland, 
especially in Munster. If any hon. Mem- 
ber representing an Irish constituency 
would say that within his experience that 
Act had been used since 1883, he would 
withdraw his Amendment. The Act of 
1883 put on the local authority the duty 
of providing labourers’ cottages, and he 
did not see why an obsolete Act should 
be included in the Bill. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 2, to omit lines 39 and 40.°—(/r, 
O' Shee.) 


Question proposed, “That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Schedule.” 

X 
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Mr. T. P. OCONNOK said before the 
Amendment was disposed of it might be 
well to hear what the Attorney General 
for Ireland had to say on the subject. 
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Tue ATTORNEY GENERAL For 
IRELAND (Mr. ATKINSON, Londonderry, 
N.) said that the Act of 1883 enabled 
loans to be made to the local authority 
for labourers’ cottages, whereas the Act 
of 1860 enabled loans to be made to the 
owners of land for that purpose. 


Mr. T. P OCONNOR asked if, as a 
matter of fact, any loan had been issued 
under the Act for years, 


Mr. ATKINSON said he could not 
answer that question offhand, but he 
thought that the Act of 1883 had to 
a great extent superseded the Act of 
1860, but at the same time it was not 
desirable to repeal it. 


Question put and agreed to. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON moved 
to omit in page 5, the Promissory Notes 
Act, 1863, andthe Promissory Notes (Lre- 
land) Act, 1864. It was suggested on the 
previous night that these Acts had been 
incorporated in the Bills of Exchange 


Act. 
Str ALBERT ROLLIT said that his 


hon. friend was mistaken. The Acts dealt 
with the validity of promissory notes 
between £1 and £5, and, if repealed, 
there would be some doubt as to whether 
such notes were valid or not. 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY said the Acts 
it was proposed to omit suspended the 
operation of certain other Acts, which 
restrained the issue of such notes. The 
proper way to deal with the matter 
would be, not to make the suspending 
Acts permanent, but to repeal the 
original Acts themselves. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. POWER (Waterford, E.) moved to 
omit from the Schedule the Prosecutions 
Expenses Act, 1866. He wished to know 
if the expenses of the prosecutions which 
were now taking place in Ireland were 
authorised under the Prosecutions Ex- 
penses Act, 1866. If that were the case 
it would be the duty of the Irish Members 
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to have an explanation of some of the 
things that were now occurring in 
Ireland. 


Sm ROBERT FINLAY said that the 
Act did not apply to either Scotland 
or Ireland. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Sir ALBERT ROLLIT said he should 
like to refer to the Locomotives Act, 185, 
which he took as a sample of the kind 
o. legislation against which they were 
protesting. He had prepared a synopsis 
as to the effect of the Act now being 
extended for another year, and he found 
the state of the law, which everyone 
was assumed to know, was apparently 


as follows. By the provisions of 


the Act a person carrying a_ red 
flag was required to precede a 
locomotive. That provision was re- 
enacted with Amendments by _ the 


Highways and Locomotives Act. 157%, 
which, in its turn, was repealed by the 
Locomotives Act, 1898. He would ask 
the Committee whether they thought 
that it was a satisfactory state of tlie 
law to enact a penal statute for one 
year, which had been amended by four 
permanent Acts. He confessed he did 
not comprehend them all himself, yet 
the people were expected to understand 
the law and obey it. He fully appreci- 
ated the sympathetic expressions of the 
Attorney General, but it was time to 
give serious attention to this state of 
things, and if no steps were taken ty 
the Government, or some one more 
qualified than he was, he certainly 
should endeavour next session to securt 
the appointment of a Select Committee 
to remedy this matter. He should not, 
however, move in the matter now. 


Mr. OSHEE moved to omit from the 
Schedule the Locomotives Act, 1865. 
In Ireland they had steam-rollers in 
operation on the roads, and in front of 
each there was a man with a red flag. 
Experience in the rural parts of Ireland, 
however, showed that motor cars were 
far more dangerous in passing vehicles 
or pedestrians than steam-rollers ; and 
unless a provision were inserted requir- 
ing a red flag te be carried before every 
motor car, he should object to the re- 
newal of the Locomotives Act. It was 
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unfair that a man should have to be 
employed to precede a steam-roller with 
a red flag, when they were told that 
County Councils had no right even to 
regulate the speed of motor cars at the 
present time. Some of the County 
Councils in Ireland endeavoured to 
ascertain from the Local Government 
Board if they had any power to regulate 
the speed of motor cars, but they were 
referred tosome Department in England. 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY said he hoped 
the Committee would not think it 
necessary to enter on a full discussion 
of the fascinating subject of motor cars. 
No doubt the law was not in an entirely 
satisiactory condition with reference to 
motor cars, but that was in a great 
measure due to the fact that the House 
insisted on dealing with the question 
itself: and he confessed he almost 
despaired of any satisfactory solution 
being arrived at until the House saw 
its way to appointing a strong Cem- 
mittee to consider the matter. 


Mr. FLYNN said he thought it was 
rather a large demand that a motor car 
should be preceded by a man carrying a 
red flag. Even a speed of ten or twelve 
miles an hour would be rather much for 
the man with the flag. 


Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN said that for 
the protection of the public, he would 
suggest that every motor car should be 
preceded by the steam-roller, and every 
steam-roller by a man with a red flag. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


(10.10.) Mr. DALZIEL (Kirkealdy 
Burghs) moved to omit from the 
Schedule the Parliamentary Elections 
(Returning Officers) Act, 1875. He 
suid this was a measure which was 
obviously passed by way of an experiment, 
and which was intended to be limited in 
its operation, in order to give the House 
an opportunity of expressing an opinion 
on its success or non-success. No 
hon. Member would deny that there 
was very good ground for an alteration 
inthe law as far as this Act was con- 
cerned. First of all, he contended that 
the expenses of returning oflicers were 


{22 OcToBER 1902} 


Continuance Bill. 562 
in many cases too high. It was simply 
ridiculous that a presiding officer who 
might live only a few miles trom the 
polling place should be entitled to charge 
expenses for threedays. He should have 
thought that, in such a case, expenses 
for one day would be quite enough. 
Then as to ballot boxes, they went dane- 
ing about at five or six different Parlia- 
mentary elections, and each candidate 
had to pay for them. That ought not 
to be. Ballot boxes which were used 
three or four times ought not to be 
charged in every case as if they were 
new. Another objection he had to the 
Act was that it placed the expense of the 
election on the shoulders of the candi- 
dates. The elections were not the 
candidates’ elections, but the elections of 
the country; and that candidates should 
have to pay for them seemed to him 
exceedingly unjust. It was not a Party 
matter at all, and was really expenditure 
which ought to be paid out of the 
National Exchequer, in which case the 
expenses would be kept much lower than 
they were at present. The fact that the 
expense of an election was so very high 
was a barrier in many cases to men 
taking: their seats in the House of Com- 
mons, and if the Act were notrenewedthey 
would see a very much larger number 
of labour Members in the House than at 
present, to, he believed, the advantage of 
the House. Another point was that 
some reasonable notice ought to be given 
of the candidates who were to be 
nominated. At one of his own elections, 
no other candidate had even been 
mentioned upto the morning of election. 
He thought his return was perfectly 
secure, and on the day preceding the 
nomination he travelled to a place 200 
miles from his constituency. He re- 
ceived an intimation that he had better 
be careful. He returned by the night 
train; and next day, not in the morning. 
but at one minute to one o'clock in tlie 
afternoon, a nomination paper was pro- 
duced nominating a gentleman who had 
never been in the constituency. A some- 
what similar case occurred in Ireland. 
It was thought that as he did not expect to 
be opposed, he might not have provided 
the necessary security; and if he had 
not taken the precaution he would have 
lost the election, and the constituency 
would be represented by a man it had 
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never previously seen or heard of. It 
ought not to be possible to snatch a seat 
in such a manner, and he would therefore 
suggest that proper notice should be given 
of the candidates who were to be 
nominated before security was required. 
If the Committee refused to sanction the 
renewal of the Act, the Government 
would have to take definite action in the 
matter, and introduce a new Bill during 
the present session. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page 4, to leave out lines 5 to 8, inclusive.” 
— (Mr. Dalziel.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘That lines 5 to 
8, inclusive, stand part of the Schedule. 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY said he thought 
the Committee would be sensible that some 
provision must be made with regard to 
the expenses of returning officers in 
Parliamentary elections. No one would 
wish that the measure should be allowed 
to lapse, and on this Bill the provisions of 
the Act could not be amended. 


Mr. DALZIEL: 


new Bill. 


Then, introduce a 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY said he ventured 
to submit to the hon. Member that that 
course would be very unreasonable. The 
hon. Member was very indignant with 
the law on the subject. He said that the 
expenses were excessive, and that candi- 
dates should not have to bear them. 
That opened up a very iarge question, on 
which it would be improper to enter on a 
Bill such as that before the Committee. 
Then the hon. Member referred to another 
matter, no doubt of great importance, but 
which had really little or no relation to 
the Act under consideration. He referred 
to notice being given of candidates to be 
nominated, but that did not depend on 
the Act. 


Mr. DALZIEL said the words of Act 
were “the end of the two hours ap- 
pointed.” His contention was that it 
should not be two hours but twenty-four 
hours. 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY said that the 
hon. Member wanted to amend the law 
relating to Parliamentary elections in order 
that twenty-four hours’ notice or a 

Mr. Dalziel, 
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week’s or a month’s notice, should be 
required before candidates were nomin- 
ated. That might or might not be reason- 
able, but it could not now be dealt with. 
He hoped the hon. Gentleman would be 
satisfied with having expressed his views 
on the subject. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON | said 
the Attorney General had not told the 
Committee what would happen if the 
Bill were not renewed. It would not 
interfere with elections ; it would simply 
mean that the expenses, in the first 
instance, would fall on the returning 
otlicers. It would therefore be necessary 
to pass a Bill immediately, or to let the 
returning otticers bear the expense for a 
time, afterwards indemnifying them. It 
was simply a question of another Bill, 
As this was the only opportunity of pro- 
testing against an iniquitous and abomin- 
able system which was used for the 
benefit of propertied candidates, he should 
support the Amendment. 


Mr. OSHEE supported the Amend- 
ment. The question of the payment of 
returning officers’ expenses had been dis- 
cussed for many years, and Labour candi- 
dates and organisations had over and over 
again claimed that those expenses should 
be paid out of the national exchequer. 
Irish Members suffered from this 
grievance than Members from other parts 
of the United Kingdom, inasmuch as 
elections in Ireland were generally not 
contested, and the expenses conseyuently 
were small. But that was no reason why 
the Nationalists should not support the 
Amendment on the principle that no man 
ought to be debarred by his poverty from 
obtaining a seat in Parliament. 


less 


Mr. JOHN WILSON (Durham, Mid) 
said that, although this question had not 
been said to have a personal aspect for the 
Labour Members, he might be allowed to 
say that, in his opinion, the expenses of 
men who came to the House of Commons 
to do the country’s work ought to be borne 
by the country. The House of Commons 
was not the worse, but the better, for the 
presence of the Labour Members, who in 
no way detracted from its dignity, or 
lessened the influence of its discussions. 
To take only one item—why should 
the ballot-boxes used in an election be 
charged to each candidate, seeing that the 
same boxes served for the election not in 
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one constituency only, but in several ? 
Before he could be nominated as a ean- 
didate he had to produce a deposit of 
£350. It was impossible for a man of 
his class to produce such a sum, and why 
should the society to which he belonged 
be burdened with so heavy a payment ? 
He hoped an attempt would be made to 
take this burden off the shoulders of the 
individual candidate and place it either 
on the rates or the national exchequer. 


Mr. T. P. OCONNOR thought that, 
while the Attorney General was justified 
in saving that the present was not the 


proper opportunity for making such 
a change in the law as had been sug- 
gested, a promise might very well 
be given that the Government would 


seriously consider the existing state of the 
law. It most desirable that the 
House of Commons should have within 
its walls representatives of every class of 


Was 
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whatever, especially of a pecuniary 
character, should be put in the way of 
such representation. There were a lot 
of trifling but vexatious expenses con- 
nected with elections which it was to the 
interest of nobody to maintain, and he 
hoped the subject would receive the 
attention of the Government. 


Mr. ALEXANDER CROSS (Glasgow, 
Camlachie) said he sympathised with the 
views which had been expressed on the 
other side, and he believed they were 
shared by many Unionist Members, — It 
was a question not for Labour Members 
only, but for the nation at large. There 
should be no impediment placed in the 
way of any man becoming a candidate 
for a seat in this House. 


(10.58.) Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Aves, 160 ; 
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moved the|did not enjoy even the liberty which 





omission of the Peace Preservation (Ire- 
land) Act, 1881. He described the title 
as a misnomer, and contended that the 


Act was in reality a_peace-disturbing 


Act. When the Act was passed Ireland 
was in a state of peace and quietude, and 
now Ireland was still more peaceable. 
[| At this stage the result of the Devonport 
election reached the House and was 
greeted with Ministerial cheers.| He 
begged to thank hon. Members opposite 


for the highly appreciative way in which | 
‘the Government had been compelled by 


they had received his remarks, and he was 
glad to see that even the Colonial Secre 
tary joined in the jubilation. Irishmen 


| Russia granted to her subjects, and in 
'Cork or Dublin they were simply Out- 
landers in their own country, and they 
| did not enjoy those equal rights which 
; were the first privilege of free citizens. 
At a time when it was urged that in 
every hamlet and village rifle shooting 
| should be practised, he was anxious to see 
men trained in the use of firearms in 
Ireland, and therefore he hoped that this 
disabling Act would be removed from the 
Statute-book. Even in South Africa 


the duress of circumstances to allow the 
conquered Boers the right to carry arms, 
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although by this Act they denied that 
right to the inhabitants of a nation who 
lived only three hours journey from the 
shores of this country. No Irishman had 
a right to carry an ordinary fowling 
piece to shoot crows with, without going 
before a removable magistrate appointed 
by the right hon. Gentleman, and humbly 
beseeching to have that right granted him. 
Not only this, but any ordinary con- 
stable had a right to take any man into 
custody if he suspected the concealment 
of arms. In such a case the constable 
could go and arrest all the inhabitants in 
a house in which the concealment of arms 
was suspected, even without a warrant. 
He might desire to carry a fowling piece 
to shoot pheasants, or snipe, or other 
gime, but in order to do so he would 
have to go before a magistrate and prove 
that he was a loyal citizen of the highest 
possible character, and practically prove 
that he was a true blue. In any foreign 
country, such as France or Germany, an 
Act of this deseription would be denounced 
as tyranny incompatible with the freedom 
of the twentieth century. A young 
ragamuttin of the criminal class in London 
could purchase a pistol or a_ revolver 
without any trouble, but a respectable 
man in Ireland could not carry a 
revolver or cartridges, or even a 
fowling piece for sport, without going 
hetore the magistrate. Questions had 
been put by the Irish Members as to why 
a county councillor in Ireland who 
possessed the confidence of his fellow 
citizens could not obtain a licence to 
carry firearms. He went before a 
removable magistrate, who refused to 
grant him a licence to keep a gun which 
he required to scare away the crows from 
his fields. Could they find an example 
of tyranny plainer than that? Upon 
certain dates in July and August each 
year, they heard of His Majesty’s sub- 
jects firing off cannon in the North of 
[reland. What became of those cannon 
for the rest of the year! If it was an 
offence to carry a fowling piece, surely it 
Was a greater offence to fire off cannon. 
They all knew that those cannon were 
concealed somewhere, but they never 
heard of any arrests in connection with 
them. Irishmen were not allowed the 
right to carry firearms even to protect 
their own property. He protested 
against this Act as it was protested 
against twenty years ago when it was 
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first passed. The Act was then quite 
uncalled for, but it was now ten times 
more uncalled for than it was before, 
and it had become an insult to Irishmen. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘In page 4, to leave out lines 30 and 31.” — 
(Mr. Flynn.) 


(Juestion proposed, “ That lines 30 and 
31 stand part of the Schedule.” 


Mr. WYNDHAM said that any- 
one who listened to the opening of the 
hon. Member's speech must have sup- 
posed that the Irish nation had no out- 
let for its martial proclivities. The hon. 
Member was under a misapprehension if 
he believed that to be the case. Refer- 
ence had been made to the institution 
of ritle clubs, but he had to point out to 
the hon. Member that when he was at 
the War Office he took care that rifle 
clubs should be allowed to be established 
just the same in Ireland as in England. 
No distinction had been made between 
Ireland and England in respect of 
rifle clubs, and the Irish Militia had 
rendered very good service in South 
Africa. It was also said that this was a 
specially tyrannical Act which ought 
not to be continued for a day longer on 
the statute-book. It had often been 
pointed out that the present Government 
succeeded to this Act as a heritage from 
their predecessors. It was origina ly 
introduced by Mr. Gladstone’s Govern- 
ment in 1881, and he believed it was 
brought in by the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for West Monmouth. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: No, by 
Mr. Forster, well-known as “Buckshot ” 
Forster. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said the hon. 
Gentleman opposite was generally correct 
in regard to these matters, but he thought 
that in this case he was mistaken. 
It was brought in for five years, and it 
was continued in 1886 by the predecessors 
of the present Government under the 
auspices of the right hon. Member for the 
Montrose Burghs. In 1887 the Con- 
servative Party came into office, and they 
continued the Act for another five years, 
to be incorporated for that period in the 
Criminal Law and Procedure Act. In 
1892 the right hon. Member for the 
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Montrose Burghs again became responsible 
for the government of Ireland. Did he 
withdraw this Act asa measure of tyranny, 
insult, and injury to the people of Ireland ? 
No: he was asked to do so by the hon. 
Member for South Tyrone, who objected 
to the Peace Preservation Act as a 
measure of coercion. But the right hon. 
Member for the Montrose Burghs said 
that it was a measure of police reguiation. 
He associated himself with the sentiments 
of the right hon. Gentleman, and he 
regarded the Peace Preservation Act as a 
wise measure of policeregulation applicable 
to the conditions of Ireland. The hon. 
Member opposite took special. exception 
not only to the existence of this Act but 
to the tribunal which had administered it. 
There again he doubted whether the hon. 
Gentleman had studied the previous 
history of this Act, because in 1898 an 
Amendment was moved to it and sup- 
ported by the hon. Member for East 
Mayo, providing that the jurisdiction 
under this Act should be reconstituted. 
Therefore, he had the authority of the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
the Montrose Burghs for the necessity of 
the Act, and in support of the tribunal 
he quoted the hon. Member for East 
Mayo, who was still with them, although 
at the present time he was occupied in 
America. He doubted if any one 
acquainted with the operation of this 
Act could maintain that it was tyrannical 
in its character. Last year the number 
of licences to carry arms granted in 
Ireland up to the 30th of June was 6,089, 
and the number of licences refused was 
only 619, or about 9 per cent of the 
entire numberof applications. The number 
of licences revoked was thirty-one. 
Therefore more than 6,000 people applied 
and were allowed to carry arms, and he 
thought that ought to meet the demand 
for legitimate personal defence or sporting 
purposes. It had been said that under 
this Act the Government instituted a 
rumber of vexatious prosecutions and 
inflicted penalties of a severe character. 
That was not so. Last night they listened 
to a very interesting historical speech 
from the hon. Member opposite, and he 
laid great stress upon the fact that in the 
year 1875-74 a certain eminent statesman 
on the Conservative side held the view 
that the Peace Preservation Act should 
no longer be embodied in the Expiring 
Laws Continuance Bill. It seemed to 
him that they were bound by precedents 


Mr. Wyndham. 
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in this matter, but if the other doctrine 
were to he accepted, and he did 
not think it had ever been accepted, 
at any rate let it be reciprocal, 
Originally under the Act of 1844, the 
penalty was two years imprisonment 
with hard labour. That was modified hy 
the Act of 1856 to one vear with hard 
labour. The present Act imposed a 
maximum penalty of three months im- 
prisonment without hard labour, with 
the alternative of a fine not exceeding 


£20. He would ask the House to con- 
sider how these penalties had been 
imposed. In 1901, there were thirty-two 


prosecutions, of which three were with- 
drawn and six resulted in acquittals. 
Of the remainder, terms of imprisonment 
were imposed in three cases only, the 
other delinquents being fined small sums, 
There was nothing exceptional in the 
Act, or tyrannical in its administration. 


(11.12.) Mr. T. P. OCONNOR 
said he was in the House of Commons 
twenty-one or twenty-two years 


ago, when this Act was passed for 
the first time. It was enacted for five 
years. The Chief Secretary was not 


accurate in stating that the Bill was 
brought in by the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for West Monmouthshire. 
It was brought in by the late Mr. Forster, 
who was then Chief Secretary, but the 
Member for West Monmouthshire was 
one of the persons responsible, he being 
in the Government. On that 
the hon. Member made a speech in which 
he quoted from a speech made by the 
Member for West Monmouthshire 
strongly protesting against the action of 
a Conservative Administration in pro- 
longing the Act for more than three 
years. In 1885, three years were con- 
sidered sufficient, but now, such was the 
progress of Irish liberty, it was considered 
quite in accord with the eternal fitness of 
things, that the Act should be made 
perpetual. The progress of the regard 
and respect for Irish liberty in this House 
Was quite on the same lines as the progress 
of the population of Ireland, and the 
prosperity of the Irish people. He 
felt some curiosity as to the kind 
of defence which the Chief Secretary 
would make for this measure. The right 
hon. Gentleman referred to the fact that 
the Member for the Montrose Burghs 
refused the request that it should not be 
renewed when asked by the hon. Member 


occasion, 
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for South Tyrone. But surely the Chief 
Secretary knew what the state of Ireland 
was at that time. There were scenes of 
violence ana bloodshed going On in 
Belfast. He was informed that at that 
time «a large section of the population of 
the North of Ireland was armed, and that 
they were able to use their arms, not in 
bloodshed, but rather in alarming the 
people who differed from them. The 
reason in favour of restraining the grant 


ing of licences for arms then Jay in 
the almost rebellious condition of the 
North ot Ireland—a state of rebellion 


which was largely brought about by the 
inspiriting eloquence of a Conservative 
statesman who visited Belfast about that 
period. He did not say that Belfast was 
quiet now, but it was comparatively so, 
Its energies had taken a religious rather 
than a political turn. Now, they were 
told that Ulster would fight and that 
Ulster would be right—not in preventing 
ameasure of self-government for Lreland, 
Iut to save that province from the wiles 
and machinations of a Jesuitical Govern. 
ment which had brought forward the 
Education Bill. He was not concerned 
to stand between the Government and 
their Protestant assailants in the city of 
Belfast. He understood from the public 
Press that one result of this SUSPICION Of 
the Protestantism of the Government had 
been the return to Parliament of a 
Gentleman who was entirely outside the 
orthodox pale of the Conservative 
organisation in that city. But that was 
a domestic quarrel which he had no desire 
toenter. It was not his business or duty 
to give the Government a character for 
the thoroughness of their Protestantism. 
That was a matter he would leave them 
to fight out with their own supporters. 
The reason that existed for the Arms 
Act in those days was the rebellious state 
of Belfast on political grounds, but that 
argument was no longer to be found in 
the condition of that belligerent and 
exuberant province. As a matter of 
fact, they could all in that House go to 
all the weddings of all their friends for 
the next ten years without going to the 
hosier’s if they could only get possession 
of the white gloves which were being 
presented to the judges, both of the 
High Courts and the County Courts. 
The Chief Secretary was not justified 
in applying to the Irish people a dis- 
armament law which had not been applied 
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to the people of the Transvaal even atter 
three years’ war. What did the Chief 
Secretary say in reply? He said there 
were plenty of opportunities in Ireland for 
the outlet of that martial spirit which 
the Irish people had. He spoke of the 
deeds of valour of the Militia in South 
Africa, but he passed by the deeds of 


valour of the Irish Yeomanry there. 
Was the argument about the Militia 


one which the right hon. Gentleman 
really put forward seriously? They 
knew that the British Government was 
quite ready to buy Irish valour at Is. 
per day. and that when the Irish soldier 
had risked his life and lost his livelihood, 
this generous Government allowed him 
to end his daysin the lrish workhouse. 
All these facts were perfectly familiar, 
but they were not relevant to the 
question of the disarmament of the 
Irish people. The right hon. Gentleman 
said they had the privilege of raising rifle 
clubs in Ireland it they got the sanction 
of the National Rifle Association in London. 
What a privilege that was for Ireland ! 
Either the people of Ireland were con- 
tented or discontented with the Govern- 
ment of this country. If they were dis- 
contented he could quite understand that 
the right hon. Gentleman should de- 
mand a disarmament Act; but Jet him 
not say at the sametime that the liberties 
and rights of the two countries were the 
same. They all knew that this Act was 
an instrument of tyranny in the hands 
of the authorities in Ireland. It was a 
Coercion Aet, an Act in restraint of the 
liberties of the people, and it was a 
monstrous use of the Expiring Laws 
Continuance Bill to piss a Coercion Act 
among a number of oosvleteActs . 


(11.30.) Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.) 
said he desired to say a few words on 
this measure as regarded its sectional 
operation. Let them assume for the 
purpose of argument, which of course 
he denied, that this Act had some value 
for executive purposes, and let them look 
at the partial manner in which it was 
applied. Take the recent case of the 
proposed incursion of the Orange party 
into Rostrevor. Rostrevor was a purely 
Catholic district. He should think that 
nine-tenths of the people were Catholic, 
but being in close proximity to Belfast, 
and not in a proclaimed district of the 
country, it was possible for Orangemen 
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by excursion trains to pour thousands of 
armed men into the Rostrevor area. The 
Government did proclaim it on 12th of 
July last, but the hon. Gentleman lately 
elected a Member of this House for one 
of the Divisions of Belfast [Mr. 
Sloan} had stated that at whatever 
peril he would on the next 12th of July, 
the date when the Orangemen of Ireland 
celebrated the battle of the Boyne or 
some other battle, insist on going to 
Rostrevor and holding a meeting there. 
They all knew, in the immortal words 
of Dean Swift, that ‘“‘ten men armed to 
the teeth are more than a match 
for one man in_ his. shirt,” and 
if ten thousand Orangemen 
come down from Belfast, or any- 
where else, into the little Catholic 
village of Rostrevor with rifles and arms, 
he really did not see what prospect there 
was for the Catholic people of the dis- 
trict, the nuns of the district, and the 
Catholic priests of the religious in- 
stitutions of that district. He did not 
see what force the Government could 
oppose to that loyal body. Even if 
they assumed that this measure was a 
necessity to the government of Ireland, 
its operation was so partial and so un- 
just, that it really became, for those 
Catholics who lived on the borderland 
of this unhappy district, a very serious 
thing. Those Orangemen were always 
thinking of William ILI., or Queen Anne, 
and persons who had been dead for a 
long period, and whose microbes still 
disturbed the Orange intelligence. It 
was really a serious thing for the 
Catholics in this district to be pro- 
hibited by the Government from arming 
themselves and preventing aggression 
under the circumstances of the case. 
He had noticed ever since the Chief 
Secretary took office that ~suen the 
Nationalists attacked him it was on 
periectly sound grounds, but when the 
Orangemen attacked him it was not 
or giving them hard labour, or making 
them bankrupt. The ground of the 
Orange attack was that he had not 
permitted them to murder the Catholics. 
He had read most powerful denuncia- 
tions of the Chief Secretary, assailing him 
because he did not permit the Rostrevor 
demonstration, and threatening him with 
what would happen on the next occasion 
when this anniversary 


Mr. 7. M. Healy. 


came round. 
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Did he think these Orangemen would be 
so keen to come into Catholic districts if 
they thought that the Catholies could 
shoot straight, or if they had the means of 
repelling these aggressions? He ab. 
solutely deplored and deprecated in every 
way the keeping up of these animosities, 
and he was amazed that sensible men 
could have anything to do with them. 
But Privy Councillors like the right hon, 
and gallant Member for North Armagh put 
themselves at the head of these armed 
bands, and by appealing to the Bible and 
to “the Sword of the Lord and_ of 
Gideon,” and all these considerations, on 
the date of these anniversaries, worked up 
these unhappy people in order to assail 
by vituperation and assaut their fellow 
citizens. In the South of] Ireland there 
were absolutely no arms except those 
carried by returning emigrants in their 
trunks, and these were immediately taken 
from them at Queenstown. The North 
of Ireland was the only region where, 
since the rebellion of 1798, anybody had 
been killed in political strife. In Belfast, 
County Down, Armagh, and Antrim 
there were regions which were not pro- 
claimed, and here they had a whole dis- 
trict absolutely incited by these incite- 
ments to come down and slay their fellow 
countrymen, And these organisations 
were headed by the supporters of the 
right hon. Gentleman opposite who were 
the adornment of law and order in Ire- 
land. Was that a fair position of affairs } 
This Arms Act was a relic of the times 
when Ireland was supposed to be, in some 
way, formidable and dangerous to this 
country. Why, since the invention of 
the modern rifle, not to speak of the 
pom-poms and Maxim guns, the pretence 
that from a military point of view an 
unarmed and even an unorganised people 
could ever be formidable to this country 
was absurd How did Mr. Gladstone 
get round Lord Spencer in 1881, when 
he was hesitating upon this Home 
Rule Question? Mr. Gladstone said that 


if Ireland gave the least trouble to 
England when she became organised 


under an Irish Parliament, England could 
tow Ireland after it as a battleship could 
tow a cockboat, and that was as 
true today as it was true sixteen years 
ago. So that if every Irishman possessed 
a Mauser rifle the notion that they could 
do anything against the might of England 
when battleships could enter Dublin Bay 
on one side and Calway Pay on the other, 
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and shoot cannon balls that would meet 
at Athlone, was, from a military point 
of view, a grotesque absurdity, and from 
a military point of view this Bill was 
archeological. Therefore this Bill could 
only be important to the Government 
from the point of view of the prevention 
of crime. How did Ireland stand in 
regard to crime ? They had at this 
moment in Ireland an organisation which 
was striving to the utmost of its ability 
to prevent crime, but in addition to that 
they had the fact that owing to the pas- 
sage of Land Acts agrarian crime had 
positively disappeared trom the country. 
lf they wanted to commit the crime of 
murder they could buy in the Strand a 
rifle about two feet long for 15s., which 
would put a bullet in a landlord just as 
well as a blunderbuss 6 ft. long. There 
was no means Which he knew of for pre- 
venting people determined to commit crime 
from possessing themselves of weapons of 
this character. They had come now to 
the days of Maxim guns and smokeless 
powder, and weapons of facility and pre- 
cision, and the notion that this particular 
Bill did anything to keep Ireland quiet 
and subdued was a view borrowed from the 
last century. One word more. He did 
think the Tory Party had in the argu- 
ments against Home Rule had a most 
chameleon set of contentions, which 
changed their lines according to the 
kind of attack made upon them. Had 
the Tory Party who pretended that Lre- 
land was an integral portion of the 
British Empire, no shame when they said 
that they themselves were proclaiming 
the necessity of promoting the martial 
qualities of the people, in keeping up 
year after vear in the form these Bills 
had now taken, this disability, which, as 
he had shown, had no grounds of military 
or civil justification, and which operated 
inthe North of Ireland as an incitement to 
assassination uponadefencelesspopulation ! 
If the Tory Party meant to rule [reland 
as an integral part of the United Kingdom, 
they should endeavour to give Irishmen 
some of the laws that existed in their own 
country. He did not profess himself to 
speak the English language with any 
facility or any accuracy, but he generally 
made himself fairly understood. But 
the Welsh people—a people as Celtie as 
the lrish—spoke the Welsh language, 
and even here on these Benches when the 
Welsh Members conversed with each 
other they talked Welsh. Now the Welsh 
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people might be a thorn in the side of 
England, and were just as national in 
their views as the Irish, and yet England 
did not hesitate to give them all the rights 
which they give to the British people. 
Why then was it that in regard to the 
Irish nation the Chief Secretary did not 
attempt to take an original view? They 
had known Cabinets to go on year after 
year, but generally after two vears they 
found some Cabinet Minister slain on the 
altar of his country, and resigning his 
office. But had anyone known an Irish 
Secretary resign office? He invited 
the right hon. Gentleman to give proof 
that there was no justification for the 
assaults upon him from that side. He had 
sent Irish Members to the plank hed ; he 
had made speeches with which they 
could not agree. Some people believed 
that he was fighting a lone hand in the 
Cabinet. Why did he not now, on the 
question of Ireland, take the view of 
modernity ? Mr. Forster was dead; Mr. 
Pitt was no more ; the right hon. Member 
for West Monmouth was no longer the 
leader of the Liberal Party. From the 
Tory point of view would he not take on 
his responsibility, as a statesman, some new 
line in regard to this matter! The land- 
lords were not helping him, and why then 
should he consent, year after year, to tread 
this miserable beaten path, strewn as it was 
with all these records of failure, in regard 
to this small and petty measure? Why 
did he not take the stand of Disraeli, Sir 
Stafford Northcote, and Sir M. Hicks- 
Beach, and as a Conservative statesman 
prefer to follow in their footsteps, and if 
the Arms Act must be renewed, let him, 
at any rate, give the Irish Members an 
opportunity of discussing the matter and 
of making the measure a_)attle-horse 
on which the Irish Members could make 
their assault. 


*Mr. HUGH LAW said that the 
Chief Secretary had not put forward 
any positive argument for the continu- 
ance of this Act ; his argument had been 
merely negative. He could not but 
think that it almost amounted to a fraud 
on the House that a Bill of this char- 
acter should be continued year after year 
under circumstances which were entirely 
different from those which existed when 
the House was induced to pass it origin- 
ally. He wanted to contrast the position 
taken up by the Government when the 
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Act was first passed with that assumed 
when they now asked for its continuance. 
In asking leave to introduce this measure 
originally, the Home Secretary of the 
day was able to point to the fact that 
Judge Fitzgerald had declared that Ire- 
land was in a state little different from 
civil war. Now, as had been clearly 
shown by the hon. Member for Scotland 
Division, Ireland was absolutely crime- 
less. Then, on the Second Reading of 
the Bill the Solicitor General for Ireland 
gave the House some extraordinary par- 
ticulars as to the state of the country. 
In the county of Kerry a band of fifty 
disguised men roamed over the district 
at night, entered houses, and carried 
away forty guns, besides money; and 
at Loughrea another band of 150 men, 
armed, had made a raid. The Solicitor 
General went on to say that the 
Government had asked simply to be 
armed with powers to deprive would- 
be murderers of their weapons ; and at 
the end of his speech he said that the 
Act would only be put in force where 
it was absolutely necessary for the pre- 
servation of peace that the people 
should be disarmed. Could the Govern- 
ment positively and definitely assure 
Parliament that the state of Ireland was 
today anything like it was in 1&3] 
He therefore maintained that it was an 
abuse of the forms of the House to pass 
an Act of this sort in a Continuance 
Bill which was originally framed to meet 
a wholly different condition of affairs. 


Mr. MACVEAGH (Down, 8S.) said 
he regretted that the short time at his 
disposal would not permit him to draw 
attention at length to the neglect of the 
Government to prevent the firing of 
revolvers irom trains on the occasion of 
Orange demonstrations. Nearly a 
quarter of a century ago the Govern- 
ment of the day assured the House that 
this matter was receiving their caretul 
consideration, and, when this year a 
similar question was put to the Chief 
Secretary, the same reply was made. 
He supposed that twenty-five years hence 
they should have another English gentle- 
man getting up and telling the House 
that the matter was receiving the careful 
consideration of the Government, Every- 
body knew how Orange demonstrations 
were got up in Ireland. Men were im- 
ported from all parts of the country, 

Mr. Hugh Law. 
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most of them armed, and all of them 
drunk: and these gentlemen fired off 
revolvers in the guiety of their hearts, 


but no prosecutions followed. There 
was an Orange demonstration where 
a young Catholic was shot, and the 


evidence of the police was that the 
Orangemen had carried away with them 
sacktuls of rifles. Yet they were told 
that the Act was impartially ad. 
ministered! In the columns of the 
Dublin Daily Express, the organ of the 
landlords in Ireland, there appeared a 
description of an Orange demonstration, 

**Some pistol shots,” it was stated, ‘‘ were 
fired in the air in the outskirts of the crowd, 
and immediately the fire was taken up by 
several hundreds of persons. Pistols and 
rifles were produced on all sides, and a con- 
tinuous fusillade was carried on for tifteen 
minutes, which the Orange leaaers vainly en- 
deavoured to stop. And one would have 
thought he was the spectator of a shai fight. 
The police tried to stop the display, which the 
Orangemen regarded as a splendid joke.” 
Then, this year revolver shots were 
fired from an Orange excursion train 
at Newry, and several .people were 
wounded. Only one arrest was made, 
and although the man had his pockets 
stuffed with cartridges, the magistrate 
discharged him because it had not 
been proved that he had any inten- 
tion of killing anybody! In _ the 
south of Ireland, if a man was found 
with a revolver in his pocket he would 
be sentenced to the plank bed. He 
noticed that the right hon. and gallant 
Gentleman the Member tor North 
Armagh, had been making a speech in his 
constituency in which he attacked the 
hon. Member for South Belfast because 
that hon. Member had announced his 
intention of marching over to Rome at 
the head of an army of Orangemen to 
drive the Pope from his throne. He 
should think that that hon. Member 
would have to march at the head ot a 
very formidable body of men to do that. 
it was perfectly manifest toanyone who 
watched the administration of the Arms 
Act in Ireland that it was used in the 
most one-sided manner. In the north 
of Ireland any Orangeman could get a 
permit to carry arms from the magis- 
trate at once. 


(11.57.) Mr. WYNDHAM rose in his 
place and claimed to move, “ That the 
Question be now put.” 
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Ritchie, Rt.Hn.Chas. Thomson | 
tobertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 

Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds. Clement Molyneux 
sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford. | 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Svott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) | 
seely, Maj.J.E. By Isleof Wight 
seton-Karr, Henry 
Shaw-Stewart,M. H. (Renfrew) 


Abraham, William(Cork.N. E. ) 
Barry, E. ( ‘ork, 8.) 

Black, Alexander William 
brigg, John 

{ aldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
(auston. Richard Knight 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 

Crean, Eugene 

Cullinan, J. 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Delany, William 

Devlin, Joseph 

Doogan. PS £. 

Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Firench. Peter 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 

Hayden. John Patrick 

Hayne, Rt. Hn. Charles Seale- 
Healy, Timothy Michael 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hn. Charles H. 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Jones, William(Carnarv nshire 
Jordan, Jeremiah 


12.18.) Mr. A. J. BALFOUR claimed, | 
“That this be the Schedule to the Bill.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 158: Noes 74. 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Amold-Forster, Hugi O. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Maneh’r 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W (Leeds 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bhownaveree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold. Arthur 

Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Bruokticld, Colonel Montagu 
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Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 


| Smith,H.C.(N’th’mb. Tyneside 


Smith, James Parker (Lanarks. 


Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) | 


Spear, John Ward 


Stanley, Lord (Lanes.) 
Stroyan, John 


| Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 


Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Valentia, Viscount 


| Walrond, Rt. Hn.SirWilliam H 


Whiteley, H.(Ashton-und. Lyne 


NOES. 


Joyce, Michael 

Kennedy, Patrick James 
Law, Hugh Alex.(Donegal, W. 
Leamy, Edmund 

Leng, Sir John 

Levy, Maurice 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘kean, John 

M‘killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Manstield, Horace Rendall 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Moss, Samuel 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, NKendal( Tipp r’ry, Mid 
(Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
(’Convor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
(Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O'Dowd, John 

O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, &.) 


AYES. 


Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Burdett-Coutts, W 

Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V.C. W.( Derbyshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J A( Wore. 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clive, Captain Perey A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H.A.E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
‘olomb,SirJolin CharlesReady 
‘olston,Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
‘ompton, Lord Alwyne 
‘orbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
forbett, T. L. (Down, North 
ranborne, Viscount 


~ 


~ eee 
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Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, A. Stanley( York, E. R. 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 


| Wilson, J. W.(Worcestersh. N. 
Stanley,Hon. Arthur(Ormskirk | 


Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (Yorks. 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B. Stuart- 


| Wrightson, Sir Thomas 


Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Younger, William 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES 
Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hood and Mr. Anstruther. 


(Kelly, James (Roscommon,N 
O’Shee, James John 

Pease, J. A. (Satfron Walden) 
Pirie, Duncan V. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Rigg, Richard 

Roberts, John Bryn (Eition) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs} 
Schwann, Charles E. 

Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sullivan, Donal 

Thomas, David Alf. (Merthyr) 
Thomas, J A(Glam’rgan,Gower 
Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

White, Luke (York, E. Rh.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R. 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Captain Donelan and Mr. 
Patrick O'Brien. 


Question put, “ That this be the Sche- 
dule to the Bill.” 


(Division List No. 411.) 


Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Cust, Henry John C. 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, W. Bromley- 
Denny, Colonel 

Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dighy, Jobn Kk. D, Wingtield 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning- Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Fellowes, Hn. Ailwyn Edward 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald Sir Robert Penrose- 








587 Adjournment of 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Forster, Henry William 
Foster, PhilipS.(Warwick,S. W 
Galloway, Witham Johnson 
Godson, SirAugustus Frederick 
Gordon, Maj Evans-(TrH’mlts 
Gore, HaG.R C.Ormsby-(Salop 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene,SirE W(B'ryS Ednv’nds 
Greene, Henry D.(Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. ) 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 
(sroves, James Grimble 
Hamilton Rt HnLordG(Midd’x 
Hamilton, Marg.of(L’nd nd’ rry 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Heath, ArthurHoward( Hanley 
Heath James(Statlords.,N.W.) 
Henderson, Sir Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Hope, J. F.(Sh’flield, Brights’de 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard, John( Kent, F’versh’m 
Johnstone, Heywood 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W.(Salop 
Lambton,Hon. Frederick. Win. 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence,SirJoseph( Monn’ th 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 

Leyve, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Long, Rt. Hn Walter (Bristol, $) 





Abraham, William(Cork,N. E. ) 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Black, Alexander \Villiam 
Brigg, John 

Caldwell, James 

Campbell, Jolin (Armagh, 8.) 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cullinan, J. 

Dalziel, James Henry 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Delany, William 

Devlin, Joseph 

Doovan, P. C. 

Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Ffrench, Peter 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Healy, Timothy Michael 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt.Hon. Charles H. 
Horniman, Frederick John 


Jones, William (Carnarv’nshire | 
'O Dowd, John 


Jordan, Jeremiah 


It being after midnight, and objec- 
tion being taken to further proceedings, 
the Chairman left the Chair to make his 


Report to the House. 


Committee report 
again tomorrow. 


Progress; to sit | 
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Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lueas, Reginald J.( Portsmouth 
Macartney, RtHnW.G. Ellison | 
Maedona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘kKillop,James(Stirlingshire) 
Maleolm, Ian 

Milvain, Thomas 

Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Montagu, Hn. J. Scott (Hants) 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morgan, David J( W'Ithamst w 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, Rt HnA.Graham(Bute 
Myers, Willtam Henry 

Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Palmer, Walrer (Salisbury) 
Pease, Herbert Pike( Darlingt n 
Pemberton, John S. GG.” 
Perey, Earl 

Plhuumer, Walter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Randles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Ridley, Hon. M W.(Stalybridge 
Ritelie, Re. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 


NOES* 


Joyee, Michael 

Kennedy, Patrick James 
Law, Hugh Alex.(Doneyal, W. ) 
Leamy, Edivund 

Leng, Sir John 

Levy, Maurice 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘kean, John 

M‘killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Manstield, Horace Rendall 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Moss, Samuel 

Murphy, Jolin 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Brien, Kendal (Tipp’r ry, Mid 


| (Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 


(Connor, T.P. (Liverpool) 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 


put. 


Mr. SPEAKER, in pursuance 
Order of the House of the 16th October, 
adjourned the House without Question 


the House. 5&8 


Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Sackville, Col. S. G. (Stopford- 
Sadler, Col.Samuel Alexander 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone. W.) 
Seely, Maj.J.E.B (Isle of Wight 
Shaw-Stewart, M. H. (Renfrew) 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 


| Smith, H.C.(N’th'mb. Tyneside 


Smith,James Parker(Lanarks, 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 
Stanley,Hn. Arthur (Ormskirk 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. 
Stroyan, John 

Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Sir Wim. Edw. M. 
Valentia, Viscount 
Walrond, Rt, Hn SirWilliamH, 
Whiteley, H( Ashton und. Lyne 
Williams, Colonel R. ( Dorset) 
Willox, Sir John Arehibald 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York. E.R. 
Wilson, John (Glasgow 
Wilson, J. W.(Worecestersh. V.) 
Wilson-Todd, Wim. H.( Yorks.) 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuait- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Younger, William 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hood and Mr. Anstruther. 


O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo. N.) 

(Y Kelly, James (Roscomuion.N 
(Shee, James John 

Pease, J. A. (Satlron Walden) 
Pirie, Duncan V. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Rigy, Richard 

Roberts, John Bryn (Eition) 
Roberts, Jolin H. (Denhizhs.) 
Sehwann, Charles E. 

Shaw, Charles Edw. (St:fford) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sullivan, Donal 
Thomas, David Alfred Merthyr 
Thomas. A (Gl morgan.Gower 
Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

White, Luke (York, E. I.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Captain Donelan and Mr. 
Patrick O Brien. 


of the 


Adjourned at half after Twelve 


o'clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Thursday, 23rd October, 1902. . 


The House met at Two of the Clock. 


A QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 8.) 
drew attention to a Question on the Paper 
standing in the name of the hon. Member 
.for North Antrim, asking the Home 
Secretary if he was in a position to make 
<4 statement on the precedence of the 
= Moderator of the General Assembly of 
: the Presbyterian Church in Ireland, and 


‘contended that, although it was not 
< actually beyond the practice of this 


: House, yet it was a most objectionable 
‘departure from ordinary Parliamentary 
:usage. The question did not come with- 
in the province of the Home Secretary, 
S except in a technical sense. 


> *Mr. SPEAKER said the Home Secre- 
tary himself could take objection to the 
: Question when it was put to him. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL added that 
>it was within the hon. Member's own 
: knowledge, as he had raised the question 
: On the Vote for the Irish Secretary’s 
salary. The hon. Member was the Parlia- 
‘mentary Secretary of the Chief Secretary, 
>and it was a put-up Question between the 


: two. 


* *Mn. SPEAKER said the hon. Member 
*was now making more or less a personal 
p attack, 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Oh no, Sir. 


F *Mrn. SPEAKER: The hon. Member's 
< rst objection seems to be that the 
Question has been addressed to the wrong 
Minister. That isa matter that can be 
lealt with by the Minister himself. The 
ther objection is apparently that the 
hon. Member who has given notice of 
the Question is Parliamentary Private 
Secretary to the Minister who is asked 
the Question. As to that, I dare say 
that the hon. Member is quite right in 
ying that it is unusual. It is unusual 
because it is not usually found to be 
uecessary. If an hon. Member puts such 
Question down he is perfectly within 
his rights, 
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Mr. WILLIAM MOORE (Antrim, N.): 
This is a mare’s nest. Iam Parlimentary 
Secretary to the Chief Secretary, and my 
Question is addressed to the Home Secre- 
tary. I may add that I am not surprised 
at the hon. Member attacking me in my 
absence. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: If I had known what 
the hon. Member’s point was I should 
have stopped him sooner. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: As a per- 
sonal explanation, I think I was more 
than justified in bringing the matter 
forward, inasmuch as the hon. Member 
on 23rd July actually raised this point on 
the Vote for the Chief Secretary’s salary. 


NEW WRIT. 





New Writ for the County of York, 
North Riding (Cleveland Division), in the 
room of Alfred Edward Pease, Esquire 
(Manor of Northstead).— (Mr. IHerbert 
(Gladstone. ) 


UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL 
BUSINESS. 


GREAT NORTHERN 
PANY «+. THE 
COUNCIL. 
Petition of Mr. R. Hill Dane, solicitor 

for the Great Northern Railway Com- 

pany, praying for leave for the proper 
officer to attend at an Arbitration and 
produce documents. 

Leave given to the proper officer to 
attend aceordingly.—( Mr. Caldwell.) 


RAILWAY COM- 
LONDON COUNTY 





PICCADILLY, CITY AND NORTH-EAST 
LONDON RAILWAYS BLLL [Lorps}. 
Reported, with Special 

amble not proved. | 
Report and Special Report to lie upon 

the ‘Table, and to be printed. 


Report | Pre- 


PETITIONS. 
CANADIAN CATTLE (IMPORTATION). 
Petitions for the abolition of restric- 
tions: from Lennoxtown; Bridgwater ; 
y 
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Banbury ; Chipping Norton ; Glasgow ; 
Sittingbourne ; Faversham ; Kilnhurst ; 
Paisley ; Bonnybridge ; Camelon ; Teyn- 
ham; Coalville; Buckley ; Ewlse Place ; 
Ilkeston ; Stockton-on-Tees ; West Lon- 
don: Willington Quay ; Walker: Har- 
wood; Darwen; Wallsend ; Chepstow; 
Seaham ; Skelton; Guisborough; Skin- 
ningrove: Amble; Loftus ; Cambois; 
and Buckfastleigh ; to lie upon the Table. 


Returns, 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
BILL. 


Petitions against: from Strathbogie ; 
Highbridge; Puriton; Bridgwater (two); 


North Petherton; Scarborough ; North | 
Staffordshire; Clophill; Suffolk ; West 


Cranmore; and Bradford; to lie upon 


the Table. 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND 


BILL. 


AND WALES) 


Petitions for alteration : from Buckley ; 
Ewlse Place; Ilkeston; Stockton-on- 
Tees; West London; Great Harwood ; 
Wallsend ; Chepstow ; Seaham Harbour ; 
Willington Quay : Skelton; Guisborough ; 
Amble; Skinningrove ; Loftus ; Udding- 
ston: Dalziel: Newarthill; and Buck- 
fastleigh ; to lie upon the Table. 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
B 


SILL. 
Two Petitions from Kirkdale, in 
favour; to lie upon the Table. 


HOSPITALS (EXEMPTION FROM RATES) 
(RECOMMENDATION OF SELECT COM- 
MITTEE). 

Petition from Liverpool, for legisla 
tion ; to lie upon the Table. 


HOUSING OF THE WORKING CLASSES 
(REPAYMENT OF LOANS) 
MENDATIONS OF SELECT COMMIT- 
TEE). 


Petition from Liverpool, for legisla- 


tion ; to lie upon the Table. 


PREVENTION OF CORRUPFION 
IN TRADE. 


Petitions for legislation: from Buckley ; 
Ewlse Place ; Ilkeston ; Great Harwood ; 
Newington Green ; West London ; Stock- 
Walker; Wallsend ; Wil- 


ton-on-Tees ; 


lington Quay; Darwen; Chepstow 


{COMMONS} 





Teports, &e. 


Seaham Harbour; Skelton; Guis. 
borough ; Skinningrove ; Amble ; Loftus; 
Cambois ; and Buckfastleigh ; to lie upon 
the Table. 
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SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 
ON SUNDAY BILL. 





Petition from Wolverhampton, in 
favour ; to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF TOBACCO TO JUVENILES. 


Petition from Edinburgh, for legisla- 
| lation ; to lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


COLONIAL STATISTICS. 

Copy presented, of Statistical Tables 
relating to the Colonial and other Pos- 
sessions of the United Kingdom. Part 
XXV. for the year 1900 [by Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


STATISTICAL ABSTRACT (COLONIES). 


Copy presented, of Statistical Alstract 
for the Colonial and other Possessions of 
the United Kingdom in each of the last 
fifteen years from 1887 to 1901, Thirty- 
ninth Number [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


IRISH LAND COMMISSION (PRO- 
CEEDINGS). 

Copy presented, of Return of Pro- 
ceedings during the month of August, 
| 1902 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
| Table. 


TECHNICAL INSTRUCTION ACT, 1889. 


(RECOM. | 


Copy presented, of Minutes sanctioning 
the Subjects to be taught under Clause 
8 of the Act, for the following counties: 
| —County of Huntingdon (Second Minute), 
dated 11th September, 1902 ; County of 
East Suffolk (Seventh Minute), dated 
| 29th July, 1902; County of Southamp- 
| ton (Tenth Minute), dated 11th Septem- 
| ber, 1902; County of Oxford (Eighth 
| Minute), dated 11th September, 1902; 
| County of Leicester (Seventh Minute), 
dated 11th September 1902 [hy Act]; to 


3 lie upon the Table. 
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CONGESTED DISTRICTS (IRELAND) 
(POPULATION). 


Return ordered, “ giving the population | 


(1891 and 1901) valuation, according to | 


Electoral , 
Division. Valuat 


Poor Law ‘ | 
Union County. | 
} 


{23 Ocroper 1902} 


Questions. 594 


counties and poor law unions, of the 
| various districts scheduled as congested 
in Ireland, in the following form :— 


_— 


Number of 
house-holders 
under £5 
valuation. 


Population, 
1891. 


Population, 


ion. 1901. 





| 


(Mr. Thomas O Donnell.) 


WESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Indian wing —Confiscated Estate of the 
ewan of Dhar. 


Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): To 
ask the Secretary of State for India, 
seeing that the property belonging to 
Ramchandra Rao, one of the six sons 
of Bapu Raghunath, Dewan of Dhar, 
was confiscated in November, 1857, on 
account of Ramehandra’s alleged com- 
plicity in the Mutiny, will he ascertain 
what has hecome of the property 
belonging to the other sons of Bapu 
Raghunath, and why the claims of his 
other descendants, viz., Krishna Rao 
Raghunath, son of a younger brother 
of Ramchandra, and Shanka Rao Bhag- 
want, grandson of another brother of 
Ramchandra, are not recognised by the 
Dhar State. 


(Answered by Secretary Lord Ge ore 
Hamilton.) 1 must refer the hon. Member 
to my previous answers in May and July 
last to his questions on the subject.* 


Indian Food Crops Statistics. 

Mr. WEIR: To ask the Secretary of 
State for India, in view of the statement 
contained in his Budget speech last year 
to the effect that the yield of food crops 
per acre in India had increased from 
730 lbs. in 1880 to 840 Ibs. in 1900, will 
he give the statistics on this point for 
each province of India. 


(Answered by Secretary Lord Gi orge 
Hamilton.) The statement made in my 
sudget speech last year repeated certain 
estimates of produce prepared in India 
from data collected by the Famine Com- 
mission of 1898. The detailed figures, 
as I have received them from India, are 
as follow : 








Food crop 


1SS0. 1901. 





Produce of 


Food crop — Produce of 


area, food grains. area. food grains. 
—— See eee an ae — eee 3 SEE se ae ee 
Acres. + Tons. Acres. + Tons. 
Madras - : - . . - - 26,244 8,897 | 27,532 10,206 
Bombay and Sindh - - - - - 21,500 4,086 23,223 6,092 
Bengal . . . . 48,500 17,460 | = 50,596 24,407 
N.W. Provinces and Oudh - - - 31,450 11,322 | 35,912 12,250 
Punjab . - - - - - 88,900 5,4H46 | 21,316 5,966 
Central Provinces - - - 13,000 2,750 14,000 3,000 
Lower Burma, Assam, etc. 6,920 4,347 | 9,850 6,266 
! 
a aera f 
| - 
Total - - - 166,514 54,308 | 182,429 68,187 








* See (4) Debates, cvit., 1342; 


“~ 
. 

we 

to 


+(The tigures are in thousands, 000 omitted.) 


¥ 2 








(uestions. 


Commission on Indian Police 
Administration. 

Mr. WEIR: To ask the Secretary of 
State for India whether a Commission 
has yet been appointed to inquire into 
the Police Administration in India ; and, 
if so, will the treatment of third class 
native passengers on Indian Railways by 
the police be inquired into. 


(Answered hy Secretary Lord George 
Humilton.) A Commission has been 
appointed to inquire into Police Adminis- 
tration in India. One of the subjects to 
be inquired into is whether the existing 
organisation of the Railway Police is in a 
satisfactory condition ; and, if not, what 
improvements can be effected. If there 
are any complaints regarding the treat- 
ment of native passengers by the police, 
they will doubtless brought to the 
notice of the Commission. 


he 


Auxiliary Postmen, E. C. District— 
Holiday Pay. 

Mr. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr Tydvil): 
To ask the Postmaster General whether 
the temporary and auxiliary postmen 
employed at the E.C. district office 
received the same pecuniary consideration 
for duties performed on 9th August 
(Coronation Day) as that received by the 


other members of the staff; and, if not, 
what are the reasons for the different 
treatment. 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
Temporary postmen employed in the 
Eastern Central District on full duties 
received the same extra payment for their 
attendance on the Bank Holiday of 9th 
August as the established stat On in- 
quiry I fear that there has been some mis- 
apprehension as regards the payment of 
auxiliary postmen in the Eastern Central 
District for Bank Holidays, but I have 
received no representations on the subject 
from the men concerned. I am having 
the matter investigated. 


Ballina Post Office. 
Mr. CONOR O'KELLY (Mayo, N.): 


To ask the Postmaster General if he has 


received any communication from the 
Ballina Urban Council relating to the 


proposed change of the post office in that 
town to a new site. 


(Answered hy Mr. Austen Chainherlain.) 
I have received a communication from the 
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urban district council of Ballina main- 
taining their objection to the removal of 
the post oftice from Knox Street to King 
Street, and suggesting the purchase of a 
site in Knox Street and the erection of a 
however, is 


new building. This, an 
arrangement which would be more ex- 


pensive than the circumstances justify; 
the King Street scheme has therefore 
been sanctioned. 


Ballymoney Post Office. 

Mr. WILLIAM MOORE (Antrim, N.): 
To ask the Postmaster General if he 
will state the position of the negotiations 
by the Department towards acquiring a 
site for a post oftice in Ballymoney. 


(Answered by J Austen Chamberlain.) 
No npaerrorte og are going on at present 
for the acquisition of a site for a new 
post office at Ballymoney. The ottice 
there has recently been enlarged, and no 
ditticulty is experienced in carrying on 
the business in the present building. 


Education Bill —Control of Local 

Authority. 
HERBERT LEWIS — (Flint 
Boroughs): To ask tlie Secretary to 
the Board of Education whether the 
local education authority to be established 
under the Education Bill will have 
control over the selection and arrange- 
ment of furniture, the granting of 
holidays, the imposition and remission 
of fees, the provision of certificates and 
prizes, and the provision of school 
libraries. 


Mr. 


(Answered by Su William Anson.) It is 
not convenient to answer questions as 
to the interpretation of a Bill which i 
under discussion in Committee. But, 
so far as secular instruction is concerned, 
the control of the local authority over 
the expenditure required for maintaining 
public elementary schools is complete. 


China Operations, 1900—Gratuities. 

Mr. REGINALD LUCAS (Ports 
mouth): To ask the Secretary to the 
Admiralty whether any gratuity is to 
be given to the men who were engaged 
in operations in China in 1900 ; and, 
so, What conditions are to be obse a 
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and Marine forces engaged in the 
operations in North China and in the 
Yangtse Valley from June, 1900, to 31st 
December, 1900, similar tothat awarded 
to His Majesty’s land forces. The Army 
unit of 24 rupees a share will be adopted 
and the gratuity paid, as in the case of 
the troops, to all employed, irrespective 
of the nature of the services rendered by 
them, subject only to the proviso that 
no person shall receive the gratuity in 
addition to the Pekin prize money unless 
his share of the prize money be less 
than his share of the gratuity, in 
which case the difference between the 
two amounts will be paid to him. It is 
expected that the distribution of the 
gratuity will commence about the 
beginning of November. 


Licensing Act, 1902._-Home Office 
Regulations. 

Mr. HENRY HOBHOUSE (Somerset, 
E): To ask the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department, if he intends to 
make and issue, for the guidance of 
polie authorities, any model regulations 
ior the purpose of securing the giving of 
information and the identification of 
convicted persons under Section 6 (3) 
of the Licensing Act, 1902. 


(Ansur Ve ai by Mr. Ne Cre tury A OT S- 
Douglas.) —L have now under considera- 
tion the regulations to be made by me 
under Section 6 (3) of the Licensing 
Act, 1902, as police authority for 
the Metropolitan Police District ; and 
I hope to be able, in a few days time, to 
lorward copies of these regulations to the 
various police authorities, to whom they 
may be of assistance. 


Stranding of the “ Islay.” 

Mr. BAIRD (Glasgow, Central): To 
ask the President of the Board of Trade, 
why no inquiry has been held into the 
loss of the steamship “Islay” off Port 
Ellen on 15th September ; and whether 
he will have an investigation made into 
the circumstances attending the loss 
and the causes of the delay in lowering 
the boats after the vessel struck. 


(Ansewered hy Mr. Gerald Balfour.) A 
preliminary inquiry, which was held in 
the case to which my hon. friend refers 
disclosed the fact that the cause of the 
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stranding was the density of the fox, 
and, possibly, a slight error of judgment 
on the part of the master. The crew 
and passengers were safely landed by the 
ship’s boats without any mishap, and the 
weather being still and the sea smooth 
there was no necessity for undue haste in 
lowering the boats, which were reported 
by the Board of Trade Surveyor as being 
in good order and easily handled when 
last surveyed. 


Lighthouse Authorities Accounts. 

Mr. CHARLES M‘ARTHUR (Liver- 
pool, Exchange): To ask the President 
of the Board of Trade if he will say 
when the accounts of the General Light- 
house Fund for the year ending 51st 
March, 1902, will be presented to this 
House ; when each of the three lighthouse 
authorities rendered its accounts for the 
vear ending 31st Mareh, 1902, to the 


Board of Trade; when these accounts 
were sent by the Board of Trade 
to the Auditor General; when the 


Board of Trade received his certificate ; 
and, if it has not yet been received, when 
the Board of Trade expects to receive it. 


(Answered by Mr. (i rald Balfour.) 
The lighthouse authorities render their 
accounts quarterly. Those for the 
quarter ending 3lst March, 1902, were 


received at the Board of Trade at 
different dates during the months of 
May and June. The accounts are 


forwarded by the Board of Trade to the 
Auditor General in instalments so soon 
as they have been examined, the first 
instalment having been sent on the 26th 
May and the last on the 4th September. 
The full annual account is sent when the 
Board hear that the Comptroller and 
Auditor General has completed his 
examination of the last instalment. 


Hours of Railway Servants Return. 

Mr. BELL (Derby): To ask the 
President of the Board of Trade if he 
can state when the Return of Hours 
Worked by Railway Servants, now in 
course of preparation, will be presented 
to the House. 


(Answered by Mr. Gerald Balfour.) This 
feturn was presented on the 14th 
instant. I understand that it will be 
circulated very shortly. 
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Port of London Commission Report. 

Sirk ALBERT ROLLIT (Islington, 8.) : 
To ask the President of the Board of 
Trade whether he proposes to take any, 
and, if so, what course of action in 
reference to the Report of the Royal 
Commission on the Port of London; 
and whether he will use his influence to 
obtain facilities for a discussion of the 
subject upon the Motion of which notice 
appears upon the Vote Paper. 


(.Lnswered by Mr, Gerald Balfour.) This 
subject is at present engaging the atten- 
tion of the Government, and I am not 
yet in a position to make any statement 
with regard to it. 


Lehud (Kerry) Fishing Harbour. 

Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, 8.): To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether his attention 
has been called to the statement of the 
necessity for improving the entrance to 
the harbour at Lehud, County Kerry, 
lately submitted by the local fishermen 
to the Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs, who resides in the district, and 
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whether the Congested Districts Board 
will allocate a portion of the funds at its 
disposal in the next financial year for the 
necessary improvements, seeing that the 
application has been before the Board for 
a considerable period. 

(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) Tt a 
suitable scheme for the proposed works 
be submitted to the Congested Districts 
Board by the County Council, the Board 
will consider the question of making 
contribution towards the cost. 

i [FAx as 

“~~ ~~~ Belfast Police. 

“Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, S.): To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland if he will state the number of 
officers, head constables, sergeants, and 
men of the Royal Irish Constabulary 
stationed in the City of Belfast, and to 
what particular denomination do they 
separately belong. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) The 
religious distribution of the force ip 
Belfast on the 3lst December was as 
follows :— 























Sa Episcopalians 
Peo Presbyterians. and other Total. 
atholics. Denominations 
Commissioner _ bo wis ree -- —_ ] l 
District Inspectors 2 1 3 6 
Head Constables ... abe wes oat 11 2 9 2 
Sergeants ... “ae oa st eau 50 30 61 14] 
| 
Acting Sergeants ... .| 10 2 12 24 
Constables ... -_ wl 380 110 277 767 
| 
Total... 453 145 363 901 
On the 30th June the force was in- (Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) One dis 


creased by 100 men, of whom fifty were 
toman Catholics, forty-one Episcopalians, 
and nine Presbyterians. 


Newry Police. 

Mr. SLOAN: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland if he will state the number of 
head constables, sergeants, and men of 
the Royal Irish Constabulary stationed 
in Newry, and to what particular 
denomination do they separately belong. 


trict inspector, two head constables, two 
sergeants, three acting sergeants, and 
twenty-six constables. The district 1 
spector and five constables are Episeo- 
palians, two constables Presbyterians, and 
the remainder are Roman Catholics. 


Piers and Harbours in North Mayo. 

Mr. CONOR O’KELLY: To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord L’eutenant 
of Ireland whether any decision has yet 
been come to in connection with the 
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claims of North Mayo to grants from the 
new piers and harbours fund; and, if 
not, if he is in a position to say when a 
decision may be come to. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) No 
decision has yet been arrived at. The 
Government hopes to be in a position to 
give effect to the provisions of the recent 
Act at an early date. 


Irish Railway and Harbour Guarantees 
eturn. 


Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL (Kerry, 
W.): To ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether the 
Return granted on the 6th August, deal- 
ing with Railwayand HarbourGuarantees 
(Ireland) is yet ready; and, if not, what 
is the cause of the delay. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) There has 
been no avoidable delay in the prepara- 
tion of the Return, which, it is hoped, 
will be completed in the course of a 
fortnight. 


White Estate, Bantry. 

Mr. GILHOOLY (Cork Co., W.): To 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can 
explain the cause of delay in the sale of 
the White Estate (near Bantry); and 
whether he can state approximately 
when it will be sold. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) The 
‘eport made to the Land Judge in the 
matter of this estate deals with a very 
large number of holdings. In the case 
of many of these, the Land Commission 
have required amendments to be made in 
the rental, and this cannot be done with- 
out the consent of, or on notice to, the 
tenants whose interests would be affected 
It is not possible, at present, to say when 
the property will be offered to the 
tenants. 


Irish Agricultural Statistics. 

Mr. LONSDALE (Armagh, Mid): 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland if the Report of 
the Agricultural Board (Ireland) for the 
year ending 3lst March, 1902, may be 
expected before the end of the Session, 
and if there is any reason for the delay 
in its publication; if he can state the 
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aggregate amount of the grants made by 
the woard, in respect of agricultural 
purposes during the year ending 31st 
March, to the counties of Armagh, 
Down, Antrim, and Derry; and also, for 
like purposes, the aggregate to the pro- 
vince of Connaught, and alsotheaggregate 
amounts raised or guaranteed locally in 
those counties for such purposes, and also 
in the province of Connaught. 


(Questions, 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) It is 
hoped that the Department’s Report for 
the year ended 31st March, 1902, will be 
ready for issue in the course of next 
month. The Report forthe previous year 
was issuedin the same month, The other 
information asked for is being prepared, 
and will be communicated to my hon. 
friend when received. 


Cost of Cavalry and Imperial Yeomanry 
utfits. 


Mr. PIRIE (Aberdeen, N.): To ask 
the Secretary of State for War can he 
state the average cost of clothing of a 
private of Imperial Yeomanry in January, 
1900, compared with that of a private 
of cavalry at the same date. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
The value of the South African outfit 
of a cavalry private in January, 1900, 
was £7 19s. 25d., and of an Imperial 
Yeoman was £9 4s. 5}d. 


Remounts Inquiry—Costs. 

Mr. PIRIE: To ask the Secretary of 
State for War, with reference to the 
Court of Inquiry into the Remount 
Department, if he will state what 
allowance has been made to General 
Truman for counsel, and what has been 
that for the assessor appointed by the 
War Office to assist the Court. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
The sum of £660 has been paid to 
General Truman for counsel, and a 
further claim is under consideration. 
The sum of £2,163 has been paid to the 
assessor. 


Case of Private Perry, 12th Lancers. 


Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.): To 
ask the Secretary of State for War 


whether his attention has been called to 
the case of N. Perry, late of the 12th 
Lancers ; whether he is aware that this 
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man was discharged from the Army on 
the 2nd July, 1896. and underwent an 
operation on his leg rendered necessary 
from an accident whilst he was in the 
12th Lancers; that, although not 
allowed to rejoin that regiment, he joined 
the 34th Middlesex Company of 
Yeomanry, and went to the war with 
the 8th Division, but had enteric, and 
was sent home in October, 1900 ; that 
when well again he joined the 21st 
Sharpshooters, and went again to the 
front, where he was again injured by an 
accident in the field; and whether he is 
not eligible for an allowance as his leg is 
still bad, in accordance with the recom- 
mendations of the recent Committee of 
both Houses. 


(Questions. 


(Answered by Mr, Secretary Brodrick.) 
No application for pension has been 
received from this man; if he will 
furnish full particulars of the illness and 
the recent injury mentioned the case 
will be considered. It appears from his 
documents that he was discharged from 
the Middlesex Yeomanry at his own 
request, and from the Sharpshooters on 
termination of his engagement. 


Army Reservists’ Grievances. 

Sirk CHARLES M‘LAREN (Leicester- 
shire, Bosworth): To ask the Secretary 
of State for War if his attention has been 
called to the case, stated by the Seeretary 
of the Army Reservists Fund, of a time- 
expired man, two of whose children have 
died of starvation and who is himself in 
the workhouse, although £40 is due to 
him for arrears of pay ; and to the case 
of another man, with £30 due to him, 
who had to pawn his medal to obtain 
money to support his children; and 
whether he will, if details of the above 
cases are brought before him, cause an 
inquiry into the whole circumstances. 


Sir CHARLES MtLAREN: To ask 
the Secretary of State for War whether 
his attention has been called to the state- 
ment, made on behalf of the Committee 
of the Army Reservists Fund, that 
numbers of time-expired men are still 
without arrears of pay due to them ; that 
the Secretary of the Committee was not 
paid for eight months, though he called 
at the War Office to urge his claims ; that 
the Chairman did not receive any of his 
pay until eight weeks after his return 
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home with his papers in order, and until 
he had twice written to the Commander. 
in-Chief and had a personal interview with 
Sir Edward Ward ; that in this last case 
£10 only has been paid, and the balance 
retained until the middle of November; 
and what explanation he can give of these 
circumstances. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
The statements referred to by the hon. 
Baronet only reached me this morning. 
I will have them inquired into. Without 
wishing to cast any doubt on these parti- 
cular statements, it is right I should men- 
tion that I inquire carefully into every 
grievance which reaches me and hitherto 
the great majority have not been borne 
out by the facts. 

(2.15.) QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 
Naval Shipbuilding Programme for 1901. 
*Sin CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Admiralty whether hewill 
inform the House what is the date of com- 
mencement of work on the latest ship of 
the 1901 programme, and when the two 
battleships and two armoured cruisers of 
the 1902 programme are to be begun. 


Tue SECRETARY to THE ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. ARNOLD-ForsTeER, Belfast, 
W.): The orders for the armoured 
cruisers for the 1901 programme were 
despatched on the 29th March last, and 
letters confirming the telegraphic orders 
were sent to the contracting firms on the 
12th April, when the work was pr: weeded 
with immediately. As already explained 
in the House, the date of commencement 
of these ships was delayed owing to the 
necessity for improving their protective 
armour and modifying their boiler instal- 
lation. One of the battleships of the 
1902 programme has been ordered, and 
work has been commenced upon her on 
the Clyde. The second ship will be laid 
down at Portsmouth dockyard as soon as 
the “Suffolk ” is launched, and it is anti- 
cipated that the whole of the money 
voted for the ship for the current year 
will be expended on her. 


Return of Fleets. 
Sir CHARLES DILKE: I beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Admiralty if he 
will say why, inthe Return of Fleets, the 
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order of the ships, and especially in the | 


case of cruisers and destroyers, has been 


changed from the chronological order | 


previously in most cases adopted, so that 
easy comparison with former Returns is 
rendered difficult; and whether the 
Admiralty will adopt in future an order 
of ships such as to make reference and 
comparison more simple. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The Re- 
turn has been re-arranged in the manner 
explained in the Prefatory Memorandum. 
Ships of the same class have been 
grouped together, and it is believed that 
this arrangement will prove more con- 
venient, and will give more information 
to hon. Members than that previously 
adopted. It is proposed to issue any 
future Return in the same form as that 
now presented. I ought to add, how- 
ever, that the Return being furnished 
for the information of the House of 
Commons, it is desirable that it should 
be compiled in such a manner as to 
meet the views of hon. Members. _ If, 
therefore, the right hon. Baronet will 
submit to me any suggestions with 
respect to Amendment in the form of 
the Return [ will undertake to submit 
them to the Department responsible for 
the compilation, and to ascertain how 
far they can be incorporated in similar 
Returns in the future. 


Volunteers and the New Musketry 
Regulations. 

Sm HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War, if, before the final approval 
of any new musketry regulations for the 
Volunteer force, he will consult with 
the Council of the Commanding Officers 
Association as to their details. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 
tord): I shall be glad to take the opinion 
of some representative Volunteer Officers 
before issuing the new regulations which 
are, however, very elastic. But I should 
prefer proceeding through the General 
Officers Commanding Districts and the 
Advisory Board. 


Remount Inquiry. 
Mr. PIRIE (Aberdeen, N.): I beg to 


ask the Secretary of State for War, with 
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reference to the Court of Inquiry on the 
Remount Department, and in view of its 
being the usual practice that the opinion 
of the convening officer accompanies the 
report of such a court, will he state 
whether such an opinion has been 
recorded in the present case by the 
Commander-in-Chief ; and, if so, when 
it will be published; and, if not, will he 
explain why. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The opinion of the 
Commander-in-Chief has been recorded 
on the report of the Court of Inquiry. 
He considered the report inconsistent, 
and therefore unsatisfactory. The 
remarks of the Commander-in-Chief bear 
upon the future as well as upon the 
past, and therefore I do not propose to 
publish his minute, the future of the 
Remount Department being still under 
discussion. 


Mr. PIRIE: Will the Report even- 
tually be published ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: I cannot make any 
promise on the subject. 


Remount Department. 

Mr. PIRIE: I beg toask the Secretary 
of State for War, in view of the expan- 
sion of the duties of the Remount 
Department, and of the intention in 
July, 1900, to move the office of that 
Department to Pall Mall, will he say why 
the Department isstill lodged in Victoria 
Street, where it is sometimes obliged to 
wait for four days before being able to 
obtain War Office papers it may require : 
and can he explain, in view of these facts, 
why the Yeomanry Committee was 
lodged during the war in spacious rooms 
close to the War Office, and is now 
occupying more central offices than the 
Remount Department ; and will he state 
why no administrative increase was 
made to the headquarters staff of that 
Department till May, 1900, more than 
six months after the outbreak of the 
war. 


Mr. BRODRICK: ‘The War Office 
suffers great inconvenience from its work 
being carr ed on in a number of different 
buildings, and various branches. includ- 
ing the Intelligence Department, have 
with great difficulty and at considerable 
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expense been housed in buildings *Mr. RITCHIE: No, Sir. If I gave 
adjacent to Pall Mall. Repeated efforts these figures it would be misleading. [ 
were made to obtain more central must wait for the final accounts before [| 


accommodation forthe Remount Depart- 
ment in buildings adjacent to the War 
Othee, but the difficulties of procuring 
such accommodation on _ reasonable 
terms proved insuperable. The Yeo- 
manry Committee had already secured 
rooms in Cleveland House before the 
War Office was in treaty for it. As 
regards the Remount Staff, no increases 
were asked for until March, 1900, when 
the Department was required ,to take 
over the provision of horses for the 
imperial Yeomanry, and the demands by 
the Inspector General of Remounts for 
additional staff, in London or in the 
districts, were in all cases acceded to. 


Mr. PIRIE: How was it the 
Yeomanry Committee were able to pro- 
cure rooms, while the Remount Depart- 
ment could not ! 


Mr. BRODRICK: Because they were 
already in possession of that particular 
building. 


Cost of South African War. 

Mr. MeCRAE (Edinburgh, E.) : I beg to 
ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer 
whether he can state the amount incurred 
on war expenditure in South Africa to 
the termination of the war: the amount 
incurred since that date for transport, 
terminal charges, and gratuities to the 
troops; the amount incurred since the 
termination of the war for military charges 
other than above; and the amount esti- 
mated as required to meet all charges on 
account of South Africa, other than civil 
charges, till 3lst March next. 


*THe CHANCELLOR or THE EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr. Ritcute, Croydon) : In 
the absence of final accounts, no better 
estimate can be framed of the total ex- 
penditure incurred in connection with the 
war than the figures contained in Table I. 
of the Return moved for by the hon. 
Member for Poplar in April last (No. 155 
of 1902), if the supplementary provision 
of £17,000,000 in 1902-3, made on the 
assumption that the war would continue, 
be omitted. 


Mr. McCRAE: Perhaps the right hon. 
Gentleman will say what amount has been 
disbursed by the Treasury if he cannot 
give the actual figures incurred ? 


can state what the cost of the war has 
been. 


Customs Arrangements with the South 
African Colonies. 

Sir HOWARD VINCENT: I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Colonies if, having regard to the 
expenditure due to the South African 
War, the fiscal regulations of the new 
colonies will provide for the preferential 
treatment of british goods compared to 
foreign goods. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): I anticipate that the 
South African Colonies will shortly hold 
a Customs Conference, and it would be 
premature to make any statement on the 
subject at the present time. 


Repatriation of the Boers. 

Mr. THOMAS BAYLEY (Derbyshire, 
Chestertield) : | beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for the Colonies if he will say 
how much of the three million pounds 
granted for the rebuilding and restock- 
ing of the Boer farms at the signing of 
the terms of peace has been spent up to 
the present time on the purfoses for 
which it was granted. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : I am not in 
a position to say the exact amount, but 
I have asked Lord Milner to supply a 
rough estimate, as far as he can do so. 


Mr. PIRIE: Is the fund being used 
to pay the expenses of sending the Boer 
prisoners back to South Africa ? 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : I must ask 


for notice. 


British Policy as to the Mediterranean 
and the Adriatic. 

Mr. JAMES O’KELLY (Roscommon, 
N.): I beg to ask the Under Secretary 
of State for Foreign Affairs whether the 
policy of maintaining the stefus quo in 
the Mediterranean, announced by His 
Majesty's Government to Parliament last 
session, applies equally to the status quo in 
the Adriatic ; and whether His Majestys 
Government has received any informa: 
tion of an agreement between France 
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and Italy looking to a contingent dis- 
turbance of the sfu/us quo, and referred 
to publicly by M. Deleassé ; and, if so, 
whether he will inform Parliament of 
the nature and effect of the agreement 
between France and Italy, especially with 
regard to Trieste and Dalmatia. 


THe UNDERSECRETARY or STATE 
ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Lord Cran- 
BORNE, Rochester): The answer to the 
first Question is in the affirmative. His 
Majesty's Government are not aware of 
any agreement between France and 
Italy involving a disturbance of the 
stufus yuo in the Mediterranean. 


Uganda Railway. 

Mr. THOMAS BAYLEY: I beg to ask 
Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer whether, 
before a Vote is taken for any further 
money tor the Uganda Railway, he will lay 
upon the Table a Balance Sheet, showing 
the capital and the trading profit and loss 
of this railway, in accordance with the 
course adopted by directors of railway 
companies to their shareholders. 


Lor» CRANBORNE: The Annual 
Parliamentary Report by the Uganda 
Railway Committee, which is to be laid 
in a few days will, I think, be found to 
contain all the information desired by 
the hon. Member so far as the circum- 
stances of the line correspond with those 
ot an English railway. 


The Operations in Somaliland. 
Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
Ilave the Government any further in- 
formation as to events in Somaliland ? 


Lorp CRANBORNE: A further tele- 
grain from General Manning, relating to 
the operations in Somaliland, has been 
communicated to this day’s evening 
papers as follows :— 

* Arrived Berbera 10 this morning. 

“Swayne has reached Bohotle in safety. 
Foree was not attacked during retirement ; 
situation consequently more satisfactory, but 
do not cancel orders warning Punjab Regiment 
from India for service, in case they have been 
given, as further developments must be 
awaited. 

** Wounded all doing very well ; no anxiety 
concerning wounded officers need be felt. 
Howard’s wound slight, Everett’s wound severe 
(shoulder), but able to ride. 

** Aden attachment will arrive today and go 
forward to posts tomorrow morning. 
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I may perhaps say in explanation that 
the Aden attachment, to which reference 
is made, is about 300 strong, but of 
course these are not the only reintorce- 
ments which the Government have 
ordered, though we may hope they will 
not be so much required now. ‘There is 
a battalion and a half under orders from 
India—not the Punjab but the Bombay 
regiment—and besides that we have 
ordered 600 more African troops from 
the other protectorates, who are specially 
useful in Somaliland owing to the local 
conditions. I need not say that if the 
news does not continue to be equally 
satisfactory, if bad news should come, 
the Government would be prepared to 
supply even further troops. 


North Sea Fisheries Investigation. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs, in 
view of the fact that, under the Inter- 
national Scheme for North Sea Fisheries 
Investigation, this country’s share of the 
joint international expenditure — will 
amount to £42,000, will he state the 
amount to be expended by the other 
countries interested. 


THe PRESIDENT or THE BOARD or 
TRADE (Mr. Geratp Ba.rour, Leeds, 
Central): My noble friend has asked me 
to reply to this Question. The only joint 
international expenditure will be the 
annual sum of £4,800 for the mainten- 
ance of the central organisation at Copen- 
hagen, towards which it is proposed that 
Great Britain, Germany and Russia 
should each contribute £1,250 and the 
other countries £262 10s. The sum of 
£42,000 represents the amount which 
will be required by Great Britain to 
meet our own expenditure during the 
next three years, inclusive of our con- 
tribution to the joint expenditure. 


Dingwall and Cromarty Railway. 
Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the President 
of the Board of Trade if he will state what 
progress has been made with the scheme 
for a light railway between Dingwall and 
Cromarty. 


Mr, GERALD BALFOUR: An Order 
under the Light Railways Act, authoris- 
ing the construction of the line in ques- 
tion, was confirmed by the Board of 
I have no 
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information as to the steps that may 
have been taken under the powers so 
conferred. 


Conviction of Metropolitan Policeman 
for Perjury 


Mr. MACVEAGH (Down, 8.): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department whether he can state 
what sentence has been passed upon the 
London policeman who was_ recently 
convicted of perjury, and what witnesses 
were examined for the prosecution. 


*THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
AKERS DouGLas, Kent, St. Augustine's) : 
The sentence passed on ex-Police Con- 
stable Rolls is five years penal servitude. 
The prosecutor was Joseph Wheelerbread, 
and his evidence was supported by twelve 
private persons and six police officers. 


Mr. MACVEAGH: Will the right 
hon. Gentleman undertake that copies 
of the depositions and a transcript of 
the shorthand notes of the remarks 
made by the judge in passing sentence 
will be forwarded to the Chief Secretary 
for Ireland } 

Mr. WILLIAM O’BRIEN (Cork): 
May | ask if the Crown counsel in this 
case was instructed to state that the 
aggrieved party-——— 

*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, 
Notice should be given of this. 


order ! 


Mr. WILLIAM O'BRIEN: But it 


arises directly out of the Question, 


*Mr. SPEAKER : The Question on the 
Paper is what sentence was passed and 
what witnesses were examined. That 
has been answered. 


Mr. DELANY (Queen’s County, 
Ossory): Did the Treasury bear the 
cost of this policeman’s defence ! 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member must give notice. 


Mr. MACVEAGH:: T beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment whether the levy made in the 
different police barracks of London for 
the defence of the London policeman 
recently convicted for perjury was ap- 
proved by the authorities ; whether it is 
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'a fact that his bailsmen were London 


police officers ; whether the constable was 
afforded an opportunity of resigning from 
the force before dismissal ; and whether 
it is intended to award the constable any 
compassionate allowance from public 
funds. 


*Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS: I have no 
knowledge of any such levy. The bailsmen 
for ex-Police Constable Rolls were not 
police officers. He was not allowed to 
resign, nor did he ask to do so. His dis- 
missal followed as a matter of course on 
the result of the trial. A police constable 
on dismissal forfeits all claim to com- 
passionate or other allowance. 


Mr. WILLIAM O'BRIEN : Was the 
aggrieved person in this case told that it 
was his duty to bring the police perjurer 
to justice, and was he obliged to pay his 
own expenses in doing so ? 


*Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS: I cannot 
answer that Question without notice. 


Mr. WILLIAM O'BRIEN: 


ve notice of it. 


Then I 


gi 
Mr. MACVEAGH: The Question itself 


asks whether a collection was taken. 


*Mr. SPEAKER : 


answered. 


And that has been 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Will the 
right hon. Gentleman give this valuable 
constable as a present to the Irish 
Secretary ? 


Mr. MACVEAGH: Make him a re- 
movable magistrate in return for his 
valuable services. 


Crime in London. 

Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): I beg to ask 
Mr. Attorney General whether _ his 
attention has been directed to the charge 
of the Recorder at the Central Criminal! 
Court on the 20th inst., and to his 
remarks respecting the calendar, and the 
number of prisoners, and the offences ; 
and will he state how many prisoners out 
of the 116 names on the calendar are 
charged with murder or attempts to 
murder ; what interval has elapsed since 
the last sessions; and, in view of the 
learned Recorder's statement, do the 
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Government intend to propose legislation 
of an exceptional character for the metro- 
politan area. 


Tue ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir 
RoperT Fintay, Inverness Burghs): I 
have made inquiries on this subject. 
Seven persons out of a calendar of 116 
were charged with murder or attempted 
murder. 


Mr. FLYNN: Do I understand that 


116 cases occurred since 9th September ! 


Sirk ROBERT FINLAY: I cannot say 


when they occurred. 


Mr. FLYNN: Does not the hon. 
Gentleman consider that in the cireum- 
stances some exceptional legislation such 
as a Crimes Act is necessary. 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY: Not in 
England: not in the slightest degree. 
The sittings of the Central Criminal 
Court are sufficiently frequent to cope 
with the business. 


Congested Areas in the Western 
Highlands. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate whether, in view of the creation 
of new holdings in Barra that took place 
in the early part of the year, he will 
take steps to encourage the creation of 
similar holdings in the Island of Lewis 
and other congested areas of the Western 
Highlands; and will he state whether 
he will arrange to open negotiations with 
the proprietor of the Island of Lewis 
and other landlords with a view to the 
acquisition of the necessary land. 


*THe LORD ADVOCATE (Mr, A. 
GraAHAM Murray, Buteshire): The 
circumstances now existing in the Island of 
Lewis are not in all respects parallel to 
those in the Island of Barra. It does not 
follow that the experiment tried in the 
latter island by the Congested Districts 
Board for ameliorating the condition of 
the people, and which they hope in 
course of time will be successful in 
attaining that object, would be equally 
suitable to the Island of Lewis. They 
do not at present think they can usefully 
open negotiations of the kind suggested 
by the hon. Member. 


International Fishery Conference. 
Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 


Advocate whether the question of closing 
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areas such as the Moray Firth was 
brought before the International Fishery 
Conference which recently met at Copen- 
hagen ; and, if so, with what result ; and 
will he say when the Report of the 
proceedings will be published. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: I 
understana that the question referred 
to was not formally under discussion 
at the recent meeting of the International 
Fishery Council. The question of the 
publication of the Report is now under 
consideration. 


Rates on Government Hereditaments. 

Mr. T.M. HEALY (Louth, N.): I beg 
toask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer 
will he grant a Return of the heredita- 
ments in England, Lreland, and Scotland 
respectively held by the Crown in respect 
of which Treasury Bounty in lieu of 
rates is paid, and the amount in each 
case; can he say whether the amount 
of contribution is determined on the 
principle of what a hypothetical tenant 
would pay in each case ; and, if so, what 
Treasury Official decides how much the 
hypothetical tenant would pay in the 
case of arsenals and dockyards. 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY vo 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Hayes Fisuer, 
Fulham): The preparation of a Return 
giving each hereditament would be a 
very laborious matter; but if the hon. 
Member will move for a Return in con- 
tinuation of Parliamentary Paper No. 
221 of 1900, I shall be happy to grant 
it. Treasury contributions in lieu of 
rates are made as a matter of grace and 
favour. The valuations are based as far 
as practicable on the same principles as 
the valuations of private property. They 
are fixed in Ireland by the Commissioner 
of Valuation; in England, Wales, and 
Scotland by the Treasury, after personal 
negotiation between the ‘Treasury Valuer 
and Inspector of Rates and the local 
rating authorities. 


Treasury Contributions for Royal Parks. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: I beg to 
ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer 
whether he will state what amounts 
respectively have been stopped by the 
Treasury in England, Ireland, and 
Scotland, and from what bodies, in 
respect of contributions in lieu of rates 
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for Royal Parks, and in what year did 
the deductions begin; is he aware that 
in the case of the Phoenix Park there is 
an annual income from grazing, averag- 
ing nearly £600 a year, and as the legal 
test of rateability has been defined to be 
what a hypothetical tenant would give, 
can he suggest any reason why the graz- 


ing rents of Phenix Park are not 
rateable. 


Mr. HAYES FISHER: I shall be 
happy togive the hon. Member privately, 
or as an answer to an unstarred Ques- 
tion, the details asked for in the first 
paragraph. The receipts from the 
Phenix Park for grazings, ete. (which 
average £700, not £600, per annum) are 
more than counterbalanced by the cost 
of maintaining the Park, which amounts 
to over £7,000 per annum. In view of 
the judgmentsin the case of the Church- 
wardens of Lambeth v. the London 
County Council, reported in The Times 
of 20th July, 1897, the Treasury would 
not be justified in making any contribu- 
tions in respect of them. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: But surely 
the hon. Gentleman can give me the 
amount stopped for England, Scotland 
and Ireland respectively. 


Mr. HAYES FISHER: Yes, I have 
said I will give the information pri- 
vately or in answer to an unstarred 
(Juestion. It would be too long an 
answer to be read in the House. 


Mr. John Bright's Statue. 

Mr. POWELL-WILLIAMS (Birming- 
ham, S.): I beg to ask the Secretary to 
the Treasury whether the new statue of 
Mr. Bright has been placed in the posi- 
tion which it is proposed it shall per- 
manently occupy :; and, if so, whether he 
will consider the desirability of removing 
it to a better position in the outer lobby, 
such as was occupied by the first statue 
erected to the memory of the deceased 
statesman. 


Mr. AILWYN FELLOWES (Hunts, 
Ramsey) (for the First Commissioner of 
Works): The answer to the first part of 
the Question is in the attirmative. The 
position was selected with the assent of 
the donor and the sculptor. With regard 
to the second part of the Question, the 
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position occupied by the first statue 
erected to the memory of Mr. Bright has, 
since its removal, been assigned to the 
statue of the late Mr. Gladstone, and it 
is not proposed to alter that arrangement. 


Mr. POWELL-WILLIAMS: May [ 
ask my hon. friend whether he will 
consider the propriety of removing the 
statue of Earl Granville to a suitable 
position in another place, and, in that 
way, of leaving that space available for 
the statue of Mr. Bright 4 


Mr. AILWYN FELLOWES: I will 
make inquiries on behalf of my right 
hon. friend, but I think the whole matter 
is under the consideration of the First 
Commissioner of Works. I will certainly 
call his attention to the suggestion of my 
right hon. friend. ' 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Will the 
statue of 
Cromwell ? 


(No answer was given.) 


London and Paris Telephone Service. 

Mr. HENNIKER HEATON (Canter- 
bury) : I heg to ask the Postmaster 
General, whether he will state how long 
the high rate levied for a_ telephone 
message between London and Paris,— viz. 
eight shillings for three minutes time, 
and sixteen shillings for six minutes 
consecutive time—has been in existence, 
and the estimated cost of construction 
of the telephone between London and 
Paris, the annual revenue, and the es- 
timated expenditure for the Paris—Lon- 
don telephone. 


THe POSTMASTER GENERAL (Mr. 
AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN, Worcestershire, 
K.): The present rate of charge for 
telephonic communication between Lon- 
don and Paris has been in force since the 
Ist April 1891. I have no information 
as to the cost of construction or main- 
tenance of the French section of the line, 
nor is it possible to separate accurately 
the cost of working this line from other 
telegraph expenditure. 


Mr. HENNIKER 


the telephone pay ? 


HEATON : 


b-0es 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 


Yes, I think it does. 
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Telephonic Communication with Brussels 
and Berlin. 


Mr. HENNIKER HEATON : I beg to 
ask the Postmaster General whether 
there is telephonic communication be- 
tween London and Brussels, and London 
and Berlin ; and, ii not, whether any 
steps are being taken to establish direct 
communication between the cities named. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: A 
new cable has been laid to Belgium, and 
telephonic communication between Lon- 
don and Brussels will be opened as soon 
as the necessary arrangements can be 
completed. The establishment of com- 
munication between London and Berlin 
js not at present feasible. 


Telegraphic Communication with 
cotland. 

Mr. JOHN HOPE (Fite, W.): I beg 
to ask the Postmaster General if he is 
aware that on Wednesday, 3rd September 
last, telegraphic communication — be- 
tween England and Scotland was almost 
entirely suspended, causing inconvenience 
and loss; and whether, looking to the 
frequency of such breakdowns in the 
telegraph wires, will he give some assur- 
ance that the underground system will 
be extended to the principal commercial 
centres of Scotland. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: | 
am aware that telegraphic communica- 
tion with Scotland was seriously inter- 
rupted on the 3rd ultimo, with the 
result, I regret to say, that the traffic 
was considerably delayed. I fully recog- 
nise the importance of an extension of 
the underground system, and shall make 
as much progress with it this year as 
the funds voted by Parliament for that 
purpose admit of. 


Labourers (Ireland) Acts Amendment 
(No. 2) Bill 


Mr. KENDAL O'BRIEN (Tipperary, ; 


Mid.): I beg toask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
he intends to introduce legislation for the 
better housing of the labouring classes 
in Ireland during the present session, or 
will he‘give facilities for the Bill intro- 
duced by the hon. Member for South 
Louth. 
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Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Wynpuam, Dover): The 
extent to which the Government is pre- 
pared to go in this matter is disclosed by 
an Amendment which | have put down 
on the Paper to the Bill of the hon. 
Member for South Louth. 


A NATIONALIST MEMBER : But the right 
hon. Gentleman promised to introduce a 
Bill. Will he not keep his promise ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I did not promise 
to bring ina Bill. [Vorces: You did.] 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Hon. Members are 
not entitled to enter into an argument 
as to whether the right hon. Gentleman 
is fulfilling his pledges. 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN (Kilkenny) : 
He never does. 


Tipperary and the Labourers Act. 

Mr. KENDAL O'BRIEN: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that Tipperary No. 1 Rural District 
Council included in their recent improve- 
ment scheme under the Labourers Acts 
the extension of existing half-acre plots 
to one acre ; and, seeing that the power 
is vested in the District Councils to grant 
what is termed the additional half-acre, 
will he say on what legal grounds the 
Local Government Board rejected several 
applications of this nature in connection 
with this improvement scheme. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The scheme pro- 
posed the acquisition of the additional 
allotments to 130 existing cottages. 
Fifty-one cases were withdrawn by the 
District Council at the Inquiry. The 
inspector recommended forty-five and 
disapproved of thirty-six. These latter 
were rejected because in some cases the 
applicants were not agricultural labourers; 
or were unable to cultivate the land if 
granted ; or because the land was unsuit- 
able ; or the applications were not sup- 
ported by the District Councillors. 


Cork Rural District Improvement 
Scheme. 
Mr. SHEEHAN (Cork County, Mid): 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 


_will state why the Improvement Scheme 
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which is being promoted by the Cork 
Rural District Council has not yet been 
sanctioned by the Local Government 
Board, secing that the District Council 
has completed all the necessary forms 
enjoined on them under the Labourers 
Acts. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The scheme is at 
present the subject of correspondence 
between the Board and the District 
Council. It will be sanctioned upon the 
satisfactory settlement of certain matters 
at issue. 


Mr. SHEEHAN: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman state what are the matters 
which require adjustment ? 

Mr. WYNDHAM: I have not the 


information here. 


Mr. SHEEHAN : Is it not the eviction 
of a certain number of labourers from their 
cottages ! 


Convictions of Irish Councillors under the 
rimes Act. 

Mr. ODOWD: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland if he will state the number of 
county and district councillors convicted 
in [reland during the past twelve months, 
under the provisions of the Criminal Law 
and Procedure (Ireland) Act, 1887, and 
of these how many have been sentenced 
to terms of imprisonment with hard 
labour. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Thirty-two, of 
whom sixteen were sentenced by the 
Court of First Instance to imprisonment 
with hard labour. In five cases the 
hard labour was remitted on appeal ; 
and appeals are pending in six other 
cases. 


Mr. O DOWD: May I ask whether 


the sentence of hard labour does not dis- 


qualify these gentlemen from acting 
on their respective councils for five 
years ? 


Mr. Wyndham did not answer. 


Mr. MACVEAGH: Arising out of 
the answer is it not the fact that these 
councillors are disqualified for five years, 
and was not that the object of the 


sentences ! 
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*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That 
is not a proper Question. 


Mr. DELANY: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman lay onthe table the instructions 
he has given to the removable magistrates 
on the subject ¢ 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 


Dingle Harbour. 

Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL (Kerry, 
W.) : I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
an application has been made by the 
Dingle Harbour Board for a grant, under 
the provisions of the Marine Works Bill ; 
seeing that the Local Harbour Board is 
prepared to give £500 contribution, and 
that the work will benefit a congested 
district, whether he will take steps to 
secure that the necessary help will be 
given. 


Mr WYNDHAM: The application 
has been received and will be considered 
with others. I am not at present ina 
position to make any further statement 
in the matter. 


Ireland and the Local Taxation Account. 

Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL: I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he has 
come to any decision as to the distribu 
tion of the balance accumulated from the 
Local Taxation Account. 


Mr. WYNDHAM : I have been giving 
this matter full consideration, but I am 
not vet ina position te announce a de- 
cision. 


Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL: When 


may we expect a decision ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: When I have had 
an Opportunity of conferring with other 
Departments concerned. 


Dingle Railway and Fenit Pier. 

Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL: I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he has 
taken into consideration the burden of 
taxation which the Dingle Railway and 
the Fenit Pier are to a congested county : 
whether he proposes to make a grant for 
the purpose of carrying out those struc- 
tural alterations in this railway recom- 
mended by the Local Government Board 
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inspector, with a view of making the line 
financially successful ; and whether he 
will take steps to reduce the charge paid 
annually on the loan for the construction 
of Fenit Pier to the rate at which the 
Treasury can borrow the money. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I have considered 
these questions, in so far as they affect 
the Irish Government. They are closely 
related to other questions of a similar 
character, and can only be decided after a 
careful consideration of the whole matter 
in conference with other Departments. 


Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL: When 
will the right hon. Gentleman confer with 
the other Departments ! 


Mr. WYNDHAM: [am in communi- 
cation with them already. 


Sergeant Sullivan, R.1.C. 

Mr. WILLIAM O'BRIEN: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland what was the 
amount paid out of public funds with 
reference to the defence of Sergeant 
Sullivan at the criminal trial in Sligo; 
what was the amount paid in his defence 
in the eivil action in Dublin; and will 
the Government pay Sergeant Sullivan’s 
expenses in any further proceedings that 
way be taken against him. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: My right hon. and 
larned friend has undertaken to reply 
tothis question. {NATIONALIST cries of 
“Why don’t you?” ‘ Where is he?” | 


Mr. WILLIAM O'BRIEN : This is not 
a legal question. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
can put the Question again. 


Mr. WILLIAM O’BRIEN: I beg to 
submit to you, Sir, that [ am entitled to 
an answer from the responsible Chief 
Secretary of the country. This is not in 


any respecta legal question, but a question | 


{23 OcToBER 1902} 


(Juestions. 622 


Subsequently, the Attorney General 
for Ireland being present, 


Mr. WILLIAM O’BRIEN said: I beg 
again to ask this Question of the Chief 
Secretary, but I must decline to ask sucha 
question of a Castle lawyer. 


(No answer was given.) 


Arrest of Irish Members—Communi- 

cations to the Speaker. 

Mr. MACVEAGH: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether any communications, 
verbal or written, have passed between 
Dublin Castle and any resident magis- 
trate or magistrates in Ireland on the 
subject of reporting to Mr. Speaker any 
prosecution, arrest, detention, or con- 
viction of any Member of this House ; 
and if so, what was the tenour of such 
communications. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: In 1888 and 1889 
written instructions were issued request- 
ing resident magistrates to notify to 
Mr. Speaker the fact of the committal 
to prison of a Member of this House, 
or his arrest and remand whether on 
bail or otherwise. Telegraphic instruc- 
tions were sent in particular cases 
during the last Session. I have directed 
that general instructions of similar pur- 
port to those of 1888 and 1889 be re- 
issued to resident magistrates. 


Mr. MACVEAGH: Were any com- 
munications made to the resident magis- 
trates after the last discussion in this 
House? Was Mr. Brown’s recent com- 
munication to Mr. Speaker a result of 
communications from Dublin Castle ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I have given the 
hon. Member the facts. I have directed 
the general instructions to be sent out 
again. 


Mr. MACVEAGH: Have they been 


of the highest and deepest national policy. | sent out ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: It is not an uncom- | Mr. WYNDHAM : I directed them to 


mon course for a Minister to ask another 
Minister to reply, and if he says that he 


has done so, it is the usual courtesy of | 


| be sent out three days ago. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: After I 


the House toawait that Minister's answer. | raised a debate. 
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Use of Irish Court Houses for Political 
Meetings. 


Mr. MACVEAGH: I beg toask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland, whether he can state if any 
political meetings are allowed to be held 
in} Court houses in County Down; and 
whether any instructions have been 
issued to the Sheriff of that county tu 
disperse such gatherings by force. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: A general instruc- 
tion was issued on Ist August to High 
Sheriffs advising them that— 

*‘ The custody of the County Court Houses 

is given High Sheriffs for the purpose, mainly 
and primarily, of providing for the administra- 
tion of justice, and that, so far as is consistent 
with that provision, the High Sheriff should 
allow the County Council to use the Court 
House for the execution of their duties, but for 
no uther purpose whatever.” 
It was also pointed out that the High 
Sheriff, in the discharge of his duty in 
this connection, is entitled to call for 
and receive the assistance of the police. 


Mr. SHEEHAN: Is it not the fact 
that meetings are being held in Court 
houses to promote an agitation on the 
licensing question ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I am not aware of 
that. 


Mr. MACVEAGH: The right hon. 
Gentleman has not said whether political 
meetings have been held in Down 
Court houses. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I have no know- 
ledge of that. The High Sheriff is 
responsible for the custody of the Court 
house. 


Mr. MACVEAGH: Will the right 
hon. Gentleman inquire whether meet- 
ings of the local Orange Lodge are held 
regularly in the Court house at New- 
castle, County Down? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! If the 
hon. Member wishes to call attention to 
a particular case he must give notice. 


*Mr. DELANY: Whois the authority 
to decide whether a meeting is political ? 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: The re- 
movables. 
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Captain DONELAN: Do the High 
Sherifis pay for the maintenance of the 
Court houses ? 


*Vr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 


Congested Districts in Ireland. 
Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL: I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland, whether he will 
grant the Return on the Paper relative 
‘to Congested Districts (Ireland) (Popula- 
tion, etc.) 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Yes, Sir. 


Mr. Martin O Dwyer. 

Mr. KENDAL O'BRIEN: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether his 
attention has been directed to the case 
of Mr. Martin O’ Dwyer, county councillor 
since the passing of the LocalGovern- 
ment Act, who wassentenced, at a Court 
constituted under the Criminal Law and 
Procedure (Ireland) Act, to two months 
imprisonment with hard labour for a 
speech delivered at Templemore on the 
11th September; and seeing that hard 
labour entails on Mr. O'Dwyer dis- 
qualification as a county councillor, and 
the resident magistrate refused to remit 
the extra penalty, will he say what steps 
he proposes to take in the matter. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The hon. Member 
has overlooked the tact that Mr. O’ Dwyer 
has appealed against the sentence im- 
posed upon him by the magistrates. The 
appeal will be heard at Thurles Quarter 
Session in January. 


Mr. SHEEHAN : Is it not a fact that 
hard labour has been imposed ! 
“Mr. CULLINAN: And has not a 
full meeting of the County Council 
unanimously condemned the sentence ! 


(No answer was returned.) 


Preaching on the Custom House steps 
at Belfast. 


«Mr. DEVLIN (Kilkenny, N.): I heg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether, in view 
of the fact that the meetings held every 
Sunday on the Custom House steps at 
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Belfast lead to riot and disorder, and 
the statements of Protestant clergymen 
that they are the direct cause of 
drunkenness amongst the Protestant 
working class, instructions will be given 
to have the Custom House railed in, as 
in the case of the Dublin Custom House. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The question has 
been previously considered by me. The 
expediency of enclosing the steps of the 
Custom House in Belfast, with the object 
prohibiting, or otherwise regulating 
meetings, is, as I have already stated, very 
doubtful. The cireumstances which led 
to the enclosure of the steps of the 
Custom House in Dublin were of a 
different character. 


Mr. DEVLIN: Is the right hon. 
Gentleman aware that on Sunday last 
seindalous scenes took place on the 
Custom House steps of Belfast, and that 
anold man was knocked down and nearly 
murdered ? I will further ask him 
whether he is going to allow these 
riotous scenes, held under the auspices of 
a socalled religious organization, to 
continue from Sunday to Sunday. 


Me. WYNDHAM: I cannot discuss 
the use made of my discretion by way of 
Question and answer, but if the hon. 
Gentleman objects to it he can call 
attention to it in Committee of Supply. 
{ do not know whether the hon. Gentle- 
man thinks it would conduce to good 
irder in Belfast to put up a railing, which, 
in all probability, would be pulled down, 
thus increasing the disorder. 


*Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, S.): Arising out 
ot the Question, I beg to ask the right 
hon. Gentleman whether he will consider 
the advisability of railing in the 
Nationalist Benches, for the same reason. 


*Mr. SPEAKER : Order, order! The 
Question on the Paper was whether the 
Chief Secretary would consider the 
advisability of railing in certain steps. 
He says he has considered it and does 
not think it advisable. There really is 
nothing more to be asked on this 
Question. 

Several Nationalist Members rose to 
ask further Questions. 
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*Mr. SPEAKER: I must ask hon. 
Members to remember that there is a 
limited time for Questions, and there are 
others which have to be answered. If 
hon. Members have other Questions to 
ask which cannot arise directly out of 
this Qu stion, they must give notice of 
them in the ordinary way, and let other 
Members take their turn. 

Several Nationalist Members 
rose. 


again 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I mustask hon. Mem- 
bers topay attention tomyruling. I assure 
hon. Members that I have every desire, in 
proper turn and time, that every ()ues- 
tion should be answered. But there 
are some Questions that ought not to 
be asked as supplementary, and ought 
to be put down as fresh Questions, and 
I think really that this Question has 
been completely answered. I trust hon. 
Members will accept that statement. I 
= stated what I consider to be the 
rule. 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: On a point 
of order, Sir, [ propose to submit a 
(Juestion arising out of the Question. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: That is not a point 
of order. 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN again rose. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I know that hon. 
Members, in one sense, might ask many 
questions arising out of the Question 
on the Paper, but that is not the sense 
in which the word is used here. A 
supplementary Question must mean one 
that is necessary for the complete ex- 
planation of the answer actually given, 
or to supplement an omission in the 
answer. This Question has been fully 
answered, and I must ask hon. Members 
to accept that. 


Mr. MACVEAGH: 
order, Mr. Speaker—— 


On a point of 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Is the hon. Gentle- 
man going to submit another Question ? 


Mr. MACVEAGH: No, Sir, I am not. 
I propose to ask you whether. when you 
are satisfied in your own mind that a 
(Question on the Paper has been fully 
Z2 
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answered, we are to understand that it 
is not competent for any Member of 
this House to put a Question arising 
out of that answer ! 


*Mr. SPEAKER: It is not a Question 
arising out of the answer in the sense 
in which those words are used here. If 
the Question has been fully answered, and 
the proposed supplementary Question 
does not arise out of the answer, it 
must be treated as a new Question. 


Sergeant Anderson, R.I.C. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland, whether he will 
state the name of the constable of the 
Royal Lrish Constabulary, at present dis- 
charging the duties of his office in the 
depot of the Royal Irish Constabulary, 
Phenix Park, Dublin, who has given 
perjured testimony resulting in the con- 
viction of innocent men; and whether he 
will direct his dismissal from the Royal 
Irish Constabulary. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The hon. Member 
will find the information for which he 
asks in the reply given to a question put 
by the hon. Member tor the Ossory 
Division of Queen’s County on 15th 
July. The reasons for retaining this 
constable were stated by me in Com- 
mittee of Supply on July 23rd.7 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: The only 
answer I[ will take is ‘‘ Yes” or ‘‘ No.” 
Will the right hon. Gentleman instantly 
dismiss this constable or not ? 


Mr. Wyndham remaining silent, 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I must 


make him say “ Yes” or ** No.” 


Mr. SPEAKER: I must ask the hon. 
Member to sit down.” 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Now, sir— 
I know the previous answer. The right 
hon. Gentleman was never asked cate- 
gorically whether he would dismiss this 
man or not. If the right hon. Gentle- 
man says he will not dismiss this man, I 
shall bring the matter to his notice in a 
very pointed way. 





+ See (4) Debates, exi., 254, 1073. 
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Mr. WYNDHAM: I. gave my 


reasons for retaining this man. Those 


reasons are still convincing to me—and. 


therefore I still retain him. 


Mr. WILLIAM O'BRIEN: He would 
have got five years in England. 


Mr. MACVEAGH: And compassionate 


allowances in Ireland. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: 


English outrage. 
Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 


Belfast Police Promotions. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland, whether he is aware 
that a Return giving information regard 
ing the number and nature of prosecutions 
instituted by each candidate of the Royal 
Irish Constabulary in Belfast for the 
P (promotion) examination for the past 
twelve months has been called for by 
the Commissioner of Police in Belfast ; 
and whether, with a view of preventing 
a system under which promotion is 
grounded on the success of prosecutions, 
directions will be given to the Belfast 
Commissioner to withdraw this circular, 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Such a Return was 
called for. But there is no foundation 
whatever for the statement that the 
system of promotion is grounded on the 
success of prosecutions. This is only 
one element for consideration in determin- 
ing a man’s fitness for promotion. Other 
elements are his general qualifications — 
length of service, the 
favourable or unfavourable records. As 
a matter of fact some men were rejected 
who had instituted a large number of 
prosecutions, whilst others with only two 
or three were admittec to the examination. 


p ssession of 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL : But as a 
matter of fact, was the total number of 
prosecutions instituted by each man 
given in the Return ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I said so. 
Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: And the 


Constabulary = Gazette denounced © this 
system. 


Mr. SPEAKER : Order, order! 


It’s an 
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Irish Presbyterian Church—Position of 

Moderator of the General Assembly. | 

Mr. WILLIAM MOORE (Antrim, N.): | 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department if he is yet in 
a position to make a statement on the 
precedence of the moderator of the 
General Assembly of the Presbyterian 
Church in Ireland. 


(Questions. 


*Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS: No, Sir. 


The matter is still under consideration. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Will you 
consult the Chief Secretary ? 


(No answer was returned.) 


Irish Railways—Transport of Troops. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War has his 
attention been called to the accident on 
the Northern Counties Railway to a 
train containing a detachment of the 
lith Lancers, and to the fact that the 
squadron left Ballincollig, county Cork, 
the previous day for Edinburgh, and 
had travelled to Dublin, and thence via 
Dundalk, Lisburn, and Antrim, by the 
Great Northern Railway, where they 
joined the Northern Counties line to go 
onto Larne; will he say who is respon- 
sible for the selection of such a route ; 
will he ascertain how travellers not in 
His Majesty’s service usually proceed 
trom Cork to Edinburgh; and will he 
state the cost of the transport in ques- 
tion, and the amount of damage caused 
by the accident, and say whether any 
efforts are made beforehand to ascertain 
the comparative costs of transport by 
alternative routes in such cases. 


Mr. BRODRICK: My attention has 
been drawn to this accident. The route 
described is correct, and the Quarter- 
master General is responsible for its 
selection. The comparative cost of 
transport is considered before routes are 
made, and such routes necessarily largely 
depend on the arrangements for reduced 
rates made with the railway companies. 
In this ease the cost of the transport 
was about £710, and the cost of trans- 
port by the only alternative route would 
have been over £100 more. The question 
of the route usually selected by travellers 
has, therefore, nothing to do with the 
The amount of the damage caused 
by the railway accident was about £250. 


case. 
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Mr. T. M. HEALY: The point has 


been cut out of my Question. I do not 
think it out of order to ask why the 
southern railroads are boycotted and 
round-about routes on the northern 
lines selected. Were tenders obtained 
beforehand ? 


Questions. 


Mr. BRODRICK : The arrangements 
were made long beforehand, and the 
whole matter was carefully gone into. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: I say it was all 


guess work. 


Irish Parks—Tenders for Bulbs. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury whether 
tenders are invited from the Dublin seed 
houses for the bulbs required by the 
Irish Board of Works for the people's 
park (Phoenix Park), Stephen’s Green 
Park, and Leinster Lawn, and are the 
orders for the same given to the firm 
sending in the lowest tender; if tenders 
are not invited, will he say why the 
practice of the Board to get tenders for 
all other classes of goods is departed 
from. 


Mr. HAYES FISHER: Yes, Sir; 
tenders are invited from selected Dublin 
firms, and the Board accept that which 
ison the whole the most advantageous. 
In the case of bulbs—which cannot be 
tested by conformity to a sample—it 
would be difficult to adopt universally 
the principle of open competition and 
the acceptance of the lowest tender, but, 
in point of fact, the lowest tender was 
accepted this year. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Do I understand 
that the firms selected are exclusively 
Protestant, and that Catholic firms are 
boycotted ? 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 


Irish Affairs—Nationalist Demand for 
a General Discussion. 

Mr. WILLIAMO’BRIEN: Mr. Speaker, 
I wish to ask the Prime Minister whether 
he has noticed the Motion of which I 
have given notice on behalf of my 
colleagues, and whether he will now tell 
us definitely, ‘‘ Yes,” or ‘‘ No,’ whether 
we are to have a day for its discussion ? 
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And I would ask him also kindly to 
remember that, vs this Motion refers to 
the struggle for the abolition of dual 
ownership of land in Ireland, on this 
question we are entitled to speak, not for 
eighty, but for ninety-five, out of the 
103 representatives of Ireland, and for a 
considerable section of the landlord 
minority ag well. 


THE PRIME MINISTER anv FIRST 
LORD or THE TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
BaLFour, Manchester, E.): I will not 
deal with the question of the section or 
the proportion of the Irish population 
for which the hon. Gentleman is entitled 
to speak ; it does not seem to me to have 
any direct bearing on the principle which 
I have laid down as having in the past 
governed the proceedings of this House, 
and which, | believe, ought to be main- 
tained if its future proceedings are to be 
of a convenient and orderly character. 
1 have nothing to add to what I said 
yesterday, but if I am given to under- 
stand that the Resolution standing in the 
hon. Gentleman’s name is endorsed and 
accepted by the Opposition, and will be 
supported by them asa Vote of Censure, 
I will give a day for it. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): I do not know on 
what authority the right hon. Gentle- 
man makes any supposition of the kind. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I did not make 
any supposition. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
The right hon. Gentleman said he as- 
sumed. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No. I said 
“if I were given to understand.” I did 
not make any assumption or supposition. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
Well, who is to give the right hon. 
Gentleman to understand } (MINISTERIA- 
LIST cries of “ You.”’) 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Might I 
ask the right hon. Gentleman the Prime 
Minister whether we are given to under- 
stand that he is laying down a new rule 
in this matter, which is to be the order 
of the future—that no time is to be 
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given to the Irish Members for discussion 
unless the subject which they propose to 
discuss is endorsed by the Leader of the 
Opposition ? and also | desire to ask the 
right hon. Gentleman whether it is not 
well within his recollection that repeatediy, 
upon the demand of the Irish Members 
alone, he himself has set apart time for 
the discussion of Irish affairs ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I have laid 
down no new rule at all. I have ex. 
pressed what I believe to be the practice. 
We must really remember that this ques- 
tion of the extension of the Crimes Act 
has been debated at length in the course 
of the present session, and that any 
particular incidents connected with that 
can in all probability be raised on the 
adjournment of the House. I am asked 
as a right to give a day. -! do not th nk 
I could admit that right without practi- 
cally violating principles universally 
accepted. 


Mr. DALZIEL (Kirkealdy Burg! s): 
With regard to the question of custom, 
is it not the case in regard to the ques- 
tion of financial relations that a day was 
asked for and was granted to the Irish 
Members without consultation with the 
regular Opposition ? 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I have never 
denied that. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Will the 
right hon. Gentleman kindly answer the 
question whether it is not a fact that 
on the question of financial relations and 
other questions the demand of the Irish 
Members, and of the Irish Members alone, 
has been granted? If that is so, why 
is it only to be granted now if endorsed by 
the Leader of the Opposition 4 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The hon. 
Gentleman must see that the fact that 
for Irish or any other representatives in 
this House a day has been set apart to 
discuss a question has nothing whatever 
to do with the demand that a day should 
be given for discussing a question. I 
shall not grant the demand unless it 
is made on behalf of the Opposition as 
a whole, or unless the Opposition as 4 
whole accept and endorse it. 
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* Mr. CAINE (Cornwali, Camborne): Is 
jt not the case that last session, at my 
own sole request, a day was given to me 
for the discussion of an important Indian 
question! 


*Mr. DELANY (Queen’s County, 
Ossory): Arising out of the right hon. 
Gentleman’s various replies to the Irish 
Members, may I ask whether he will give 
a day for the consideration of the affairs 
of Timbuctoo } 


Mr. WILLIAM O’BRIEN: We are en- 
titled to a finalanswer, Mr. Speaker. Are 
we to have a day, or is the right hon. 
Gentleman determined to stick to his 
policy of sitting on the safety valve ! 
That is not 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: 


my policy. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: May Lask 
the right hon. Gentleman, a sa final in- 
quiry, whether weare clearly tounderstand 
that when eighty Irish Members ask for 
a day for the discussion of the affairs of 
their country the demand isto be refused 
unless endorsed by the Liberal Party in 
this House ? ; 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Whether they 
are eighty Irish Members, or eighty 


Seotch Members, or eighty English 
Members, it is all the same. It has 


nothing whatever to do with nationality. 


MOTION FOR ADJOURNMENT. 
SERGEANT ANDERSON, R.L.C. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I beg to 
ask leave to move the adjournment of 
the House for the purpose of calling 
attention to a definite matter of urgent 
public importance—namely, the refusal 
of the Irish Government to dismiss a 
constable at the present ime discharging 
constabulary duties in the depot of the 
Royal Irish Constabulary, Phoenix Park, 
who has by the admission of the Chief 
Secretary given perjured evidence, re- 
sulting in the conviction of innocent 
men in courts of justice in Ireland, and 
the danger to the moral of the Royal 
Irish Constabulary and to the personal 
liberty of the subject involved by the 
retention of this man’s services. 
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*Mr. SPEAKER: I am obliged to 
examine these questions before I put 
them to the House. The hon. Member 
speaks of this as an urgent matter. I 
understand it is a matter which took 
place in July last, while the House was 
sitt ng, and was then discussed. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: It is 
going on now. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Attention must be 
brought to these matters at once. The 
whole object of this Rule is not that 
something which happened a long time 
back and has continued since, but that 
some comparatively recent matter which 
there has not been an opportunity other- 
wise of raising, should be made the sub- 
ject of debate as an urgent public matter. 
This matter was discussed in the House. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: No, Sir. 

Mr. WILLIAM O’BRIEN: May I point 
out that it is only today that the Chief 
Secretary has refused to dismiss this 
man ? 


Mr. MACVEAGH: At (Juestion time 
today the Home Secretary announced 
that an English policeman in the same 
position got five years penal servitude. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Will you 
allow me to say that to have a man of 
this kind in the public service is a con- 
tinuing danger? This day only was the 
matter brought to actuality. I have 
read all the debates in reference to 
it, and in no case has the right hon. 
Gentleman refused to dismiss this man. 
On the contrary, he has dismissed two ot 
his confederates. I was amazed at 
hearing that he was still in the force. I 
have not sprung this matter on the 
House, for | communicated with the 
right hon. Gentleman in regard to it 
some days ago. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: On the point of 
order. Onthe 15th July, in reply to a 
Question. I stated that the names asked 
f r were Sergeant Keegan and Constables 
Anderson and Reid. Anderson re- 
mained at the depot ; the others accepted 
the alternative of resigning. The alter- 
natives were discussed in this House in 
Committee of Supply two whole days. 
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Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I most 


positively deny that the dismissal was 
discussed. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The matter 
brought to the notice of the House by a 
Question and an Answer which showed 
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/and the security of property in Ireland 
caused by the condonation of 


serious 

crime by the Executive. 
*Mr. SPEAKER: I cannot inquire 
into the history of allthese cases. I have 


stated what my ruling is. 


that this man was retained in the service | 


of the Crown. That was so far back as the 
15th July, and it also appears that there 
were opportunities for discussing the 
matter after that date, 
that it is one of the things that can be 


the subject of a Motion of this sort. It | 


cannot be contended that it isan urgent 
matter. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Fresh 
incidents alter the case. I would remind 
the House what took place in the courts 


of justice in London yesterday, when a | 


sentence of five years penal servitude 
was passed on a perjured policeman. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I cannot allow this 
to be discussed. What took place in 
London at another trial cannot affect my 
judgment. 


had happened three months before, and 
which the House has had an opportunity 


of discussing, might be brought forward as | 


an urgent matter. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: [I am 
amazed at theaction of right hon Gentle- 
men opposite. The First Lord invites us 
to move the adjournment, and vet we are 
refused permission. Let me remind you, 
Sir, that since the discussion nine coun- 
ties in Ireland have been proclaimed, and 
the police swearers have been let loose on 
the people. Let us suppose a constabu- 
lary viper were let loose on the House— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 


I do not think | 


If this were admitted as an | 
urgent matter, then any matter that | 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I desire 


to ask a Question— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I have already heard 
the hon. Member who proposed the 
Question, He is satisfied that I have 
given him a patient hearing, and | can- 
not allow this to go on. There must be 
order. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: 
great respect, Mr. Speaker— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I caniiot allow the 
hon. Member to proceed, unless it is on a 
| point of order. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Idorise 
to a point of order, Sir. I simply desire 
to put one Question as to your decision. 


With 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Has the (uestion 
reference to a matter on which I have 
not yet given my decision ? 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND rose again. 


Mr. SPEAKER was understood to call 
on Mr. Brodrick, who accordingly came 
to the Table. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: | wish 
to assure you, Sir, that my only object 
is to speak on a point of order. 


‘ *Mr. SPEAKER: What is the point of 


order? Has the Question of the hon. 
Member anything to do with a matter 
| already decided ? 


hon. Member has addressed himself to | 


the point, and said all that could be said | 


uponit. He is now addressing himself 
to other matters. I must ask the hon. 
Member to accept my ruling. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I accept 


your ruling fully, but I wish to call | 


attention to a Motion madeon March 23rd, 
1893, when Mr. Dunbar Barton moved 
the adjournment of the House to eall 
attention to the danger to public peace 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: No, 
Sir, it has no reference to your decision 
in this matter. I simply, with great 
respect—[cries of ‘‘Name”’ |—I assure you, 
Mr. Speaker, that it is not my intention 
'to dispute your ruling. I merely rise to 
/a point of order. Surely I may do that. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I assure the hon. 


Member I am as jealous as he can be for 


the privileges of the House. But the 
hon. Member must know that it 18 
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contrary to order, after I have given a 


decision, that that decision should be 
challenged. If the hon. Member were 


allowed to rise and argue the matter over 
again, of course that would be contrary 
to order. If the hon. Member rises to a 
point of order for the purpose of calling 
in question my ruling— 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I have 


not tried to do so. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: If the hon. Member 

assures me that he is not going to question 
my ruling on the point of order already 
decided, and that he is going to raise 
some other point of order, of course I 
shall hear him. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: My ob- 
ject, Mr. Speaker, in rising to ask the Ques- 
tion Was simply to assure myself of what 
your ruling was. At present, Sir, I do not 
understand your ruling, and I submit 
with great respect that I am entitled, 
respectfully and in an orderly manner, to 
ask you a Question in explanation of the 
ruling which you have given, in order 
that I myself may fully understand what 
that ruling was. The Question I desire 
to put is—and this ends the whole 
matter—do I understand that your 
ruling is that a Motion, under the Rules 
of the House, cannot be accepted as 
urgent raising the question of the action 
of the Irish Government with regard to 
an officer, who is admittedly a perjurer ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
has hardly acted up to the pledge which 
he gave, 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I think 


I have. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: This in my opinion 
is not a definite matter of urgent import- 
ance which can be raised on a Motion of 
this kind. I have gone to the verge of 
patience and forbearance. If the hon. 
Member persists—[the remainder of the 
sentence was inaudible, in the great uproar 
on the Irish Benches}. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: This is 


quite another matter on which we are 
entitled to be heard. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I have decided the 


matter. 
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DISTURBANCE AT THE BELFAST CUS- 


TOM HOUSE STEPS—MOTION FOR 
ADJOURNMENT. 
Mr. Devin, Member for North 


Kilkenny, rose in his place, and asked 
leave to move the Adjournment of the 
House for the purpose of discussing a 
definite matter of urgent public impor- 
tance, viz., “the riotous proceedings on 
Sunday last at the Custom House Steps 
in Belfast, and the neglect and refusal of 
the Government to take steps to prohibit 
the holding of such meetings on Govern- 
ment property in that city;” but the 
pleasure of the House not having been 
signified, Mr. Speaker called on those 
Members who supported the Motion to 
rise in their places, and not less than 
forty Members having accordingly risen, 


The Motion stood over, under Standing 
Order, No. 17, until the Evening Sitting, 
this day. 


Mr. WILLIAM O'BRIEN: Ii we 
cannot have a day we will have a night. 


NEW BILL. 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guildford), 
in asking leave to introduce a 
Bill for establishing reserves of 
the Militia and Yeomanry, said that 
Parliament had already accepted the 
principle of establishing a reserve for 
the Militia which should not be liable to 
annual training, but as the law stood, 
Militiamen could not be exempted from 
raining. The same held good of the 
Yeomanry. The House had also voted 
in this year’s Estimates a sum for 
establishing a Special Service Section of 
the Yeomanry, liable, if they volunteered 
to do so, to serve abroad with the regular 
forces in case of mobilisation. Power 
was taken in this Bill to call out ths 
section. The Bill introduced no new 
principle, but merely made effective the 
proposals for which funds had already 
been voted by Parliament. 


Bill to amend the Law relating to the 
Militia and Yeomanry, ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. Secretary{ Brodrick 
and Lord Stanley. 
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MILITIA AND YEOMANRY BILL. 


lo amend the law relating to tlie 
Militia and Yeomanry,’ presented 
uceordingly, and read the first time; to 
be read a second time.upon Monday 
next, and to be printed. [Bill 300.] 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 


L 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
(Mr. J. 


[ W. LowrHer (Cumberland, 
Penrith) in the Chair. ] 


Clause 8 :— 


(3.50.) Mr. ALFRED HUTTON said he 
would not move the last two lines of the 
Amendment of which he had given notice. 
The etfect of his proposal was that 
in case the local education authority 
could not find any means to carry out 
the directions they desired in connection 
with the school in regard to secular 
education, they should have power to 
declare the managers at fault, and appoint 
other managers. The question which 
arose was, where did the ultimate power 
lie. The First Lord of the Treasury had 
put down an Amendment which he sup- 
posed was intended to cover this matter, 
but it seemed very much like the de- 
claration of a pious opinion, and ina great 
many important matters this Bill con- 
tained a recital of a great many pious 
opinions. This proposal was no novel pro- 
ceeding. This power was taken out of the 
Elementary Education Act of 1870,and was 
now inthe hands of the Education Depart- 
ment, and might be used by them in 
regard to any School Boards in the 
country refusing to perform their duty. 
This power had not often been enforced, 
but the power to put this into force 
against School Boards, whether large o1 
small, had enabled them to deal satis- 
factorily with the schools. If the educa- 
tion authority was to have power over 
these managers, they must have the same 
power which the Education Department 
had had in the past. This power was 
withdrawn from the Education Depart- 
ment by this Bill, and therefore it was 
doubly important that if the managers 
failed to carry out the directions of the 
local education authority, they should be 
able to replace or suspend the managers 
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of the school. It might be said that, if 
the local authority proceeded to any such 
measures, such a proceeding would un- 
denominationalise the school, and inter- 
fere with the rights of the managers to 
control religious instruction in that school. 
The effect of such a sub-Section would not 
undenominationalise the school. The 
First Lord of the Treasury had divided 
the subject into religious and _ secular 
education, but he ventured to assert that 
there was no sub-Section or words in the 
Bill which placed any such power in the 
hands of the managers. Take the trust 
deed drawn up by the National Society. 
This deed reserves to the clergyman or 
his substitute, all the rights to control the 
religious education, and there was nothing 
in the Bill to interfere with that under 
the trust deeds of the National Society. 
His proposal would not interfere with any 
rights preserved by trust deeds to control 
and manage their religious training and 
denominational teaching. It would not 
even subject those schools to the Cowper- 
Temple Clause. He did not see that the 
First Lord of the Treasury could have 
any objection to this clear and definite 
way of allowing the local authority to 
have this power, and of being able to use 
it in case of urgent necessity, thereby 
keeping the managers up to their duties. 
He moved this Amendment in order to 
abolish the possibility of friction between 
the two bodies, for in case there wasa 
struggle between the managers and the 
local authorities, the body which had the 
appointment of the teachers was bound to 
win unless some concession was made of 
the kind lie suggested. His Amendment 
would once for all give power to enable 
the education authority to see that the 
managers who did not carry out their 
instructions should cease to have the 
power. 


Amendment proposed— 

“In page 3, line 10, at end, insert ‘and 
if the managers fail to carry out such diree- 
tions the local education authority shall have 
power to declare such managers in default and 
to appoint new managers. ”—(Mr. Alfred 
Hutton.) 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR ventured to 
think that the Amendment standing 1n 
his name was far better suited for the 
purpose. He would not discuss it now, 
but when it was reached on the Paper it 
would be quite possible to show that 
his Amendment was not open to the 
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same oljections as that proposed by the 
hon. Member, and it would give the local 
authority absolute control over all matters 
of secular education. The proposal of 
the hon. Member did interfere with the 
managers who were entrusted with the 
religions education of the school. The 
hon. Gentleman’s argument was that in 
the case of some trust deeds the control 
of religious education was in the hands of 
the clergvman of the parish. In_ his 
opinion one of the great merits of this 
Bill was that it introduced a large lay 
element into every question connected 
with the management of the schools. 
The managers, as a whole, should be re- 
sponsible for all that came within the 
purview of their duties. The Amend- 
ment divides them into two sections, to 
one of which was entrusted a certain class 
of duties, and to the other a different 
class. That was not the view of the 
Government. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower 
Hamlets, Poplar) said he thought the 
proposal of his hon. friend was in 
substance very much better than that 
proposed by the Government. The 
Government proposed that the local 
authority should step in and see that this 
particular matter was carried out. This 
would be somewhat difficult. In the 
first place, the local authority might be a 
long way from the school, and unless they 
had managers they had no machinery by 
which this particular matter could be 
carried out. The simple and only way 
which he could see in case of dispute, was 
to give temporary power to put other 
managers in their place. It would interest 
him a good deal to see what was the 
actual practical way in which the right 
hon. Gentleman proposed that the local 
education authority should have power 
to carry out their directions. The 
Attorney General said the other night 
that it was easy to find ingenious argu- 
ments, but practical difficulties would 
arise in a considerable number of cases. 
There would be cases in which the 
managers and the local authority would 
come into conflict, and they would have 
to consider the easiest way of getting 
over that difficulty. Therefore, he should 
support the Amendment of his hon. friend 
as the most practical measure. 


Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.) 


said that if the managers refused to carry 
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out the orders of the local education an- 
thority, he understood the Prime Minister's 
intention was the local authority would 
take over the management of the school. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: That is going 
too far. There would have to be a new 
school built, and the local authority 
would take over the management soon 
enough to see their orders carried out. 


Dre. MACNAMARA took it that the 
local authority would have power to 
carry out the direction as if they were 
the managers. In that event, would 
this particular school in which the 
managers refused to carry out the order 
then become a provided school? If so, 
under Clause 7 they had power to 
appoint whatever managers they thought 
fit. If that was the case, then some 
Amendment of this kind was necessary. 
He gathered from what the First Lord 
had said, that his interpretation was not 
correct. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said the true 
interpretation was this. If the power 
given by his Amendment, or by the hon. 
Gentlemen’s Amendment, were exercised, 
the school would be made what it was 
now—a voluntary school—but if the 
managers refused to carry out the diree- 
tions of the education authority within 
the sphere of secular education, the 
local authority would, of course, have 
the power of refusing to pay for that 
school, and another school would have to 
be provided. 


Dr. MACNAMARA said he under 
stood it would then be within the right 
of the local authority to strike out the 
school from any share of the Treasury 
grant, and to refuse to aid it from the 
local rate. It seemed to him that that 
was a considerable power, and that 
it would meet the whole situation. 
This was not in the Bill, but they hoped 
to get it definitely laid down by the 
Prime Minister’s Amendment when they 
came to it. If hon. Members would 
look at the Bill they would see that 
all financial aid was to be received upon 
the carrying out of the orders of the 
local authority. If the managers refused 
to carry out these orders the school 
would be absolutely without any money 
whatever. The old Treasury grants were 
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gone, but there was to be a general grant 
paid to the local authority to be handed 
over to a particular school on the under- 
standing that the managers carried out 
the instructions of the local authority 
with regard to secular instruction. The 
school, if the managers refused to carry 
out the instruction, could go on as a 
private adventure school, but the local 
authority would have to consider the 
need of providing proper school accom- 
modation for the district. In that case 
the school would be a provided school. 
He thought this Amendment should not 
be pressed, because it would exclude the 
discussion of this question when they 
came to the Prime Minister's Amend- 
ment. 


Mr. BRYCE(Aberdeen,S. )saidthey had 
great difficulty in discussing this Amend- 
ment without knowing what was meant by 
the Prime Minister’s Amendment which 
would be moved later on. He thought 
the Rules might be so far suspended as 
to allow the right hon. Gentleman to 
give the Committee some indication of 
what his Amendment meant. The diffi- 
culty he felt on reading the right hon. 
Gentleman's Amendment was as to how 
it was to be carried out. The Com- 
mittee did not understand what machinery 
was to be given to the local authority to 
enable them to step in and supersede the 
school managers. If there should be a 
body of managers so obstinate, dogged, 
and recalcitrant as to refuse to obey the 
injunctions of the local authority, surely 
the remedy of coming in and carrying 
out these particular directions ought to 
be an adequate remedy. Owing to the 
changes made in Clause 7 the Committee 
unfortunately did not at present know how 
the foundation managers were to be ap- 
pointed. He understood his hon. friend’s 
Amendment to provide that if the local 
authority found the managers obstin- 
ately refusing to carry out their directions 
there would be a new set of managers 
appointed who would be in accord 
with the local authority and willing to 
carry out their directions. If that 
was his hon. friend's intention, he 
thought it was a reasonable way of 
carrying out the object in view. Unless 
the right hon. Gentleman gave some 
clearer indication than he had yet given 
of the way his Amendment was to be 
worked in order to enable the Committee 


Dr. Macna.nara. 
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to judge whether it would be an etfee- 
tive remedy, he would support his hon. 
friend’s Amendment. 


Mr. M‘KENNA (Monmouthshire, N.) 
said that according to the Bill money 
was to be granted to a school by the 
local authority on condition that the 
managers complied with certain condi- 
tions. Under sub-Section 2 there would 
be a specific remedy in the case of the 
conditions not being complied with, 
The managers would have the power to 
appeal, and the appeal would have to be 
decided. That meant that the power 
of imposing the financial condition was 
not in the hands of the local education 
authority, but in the hands of the Edu- 
cation Department. It would be found 
impossible to proceed by mandamus against 
a local authority that refused to carry 
out the provisions of the Biil, because the 
procedure was slow and tedious. A 
mandamus could only be got to carry out 
a particular provision of the Bill. No 
mandamus could be got from the court 
to carry out the general objects of the 
Bill. ‘That was the power this Amend- 
ment proposed to give. When managers 
refused to carry out the instructions of 
the local authority, the only way of 
dealing with them was to declare them 
in default. Otherwise there must be 
delay, and possibly the closing «of the 
school and the leaving of hundreds of 
children without education at all. 


Mr, A. J. BALFOUR said the Govern- 
ment could not accept the Amendment, 
because it would cut out other Amend- 
ments which possibly the Committee would 
like to see putin the Bill. He suggested 
with the view of shortening the debate 
that the present Amendment should be 
withdrawn, and that the hon. Member for 
the Morley Division should move it as an 
Amendment to the plan which he hin- 
self would propose later on. That or 
some equivalent scheme could be adopted, 
so that the Committee could discuss both 
plans at the same time. 


Mr. ALFRED HUTTON accepted the 
suggestion. and asked leave to withdraw 


the Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
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* 4.0.) Mr. HELME (Lancashire, 
Lancaster) said that aiter the expression 
of the willingness on the part of the 
Prime Minister to consider the possibility 
of really amending some of these regula- 
tions, he appealed to the Government, 
with some little confidence, to assist 
them in improving the working oi the 
Act by accepting the Amendment stand- 
ing in his name, which he thought was 
calculated to secure the better working 
of the elementary school system. It 
vas generally understood that public 
elementary schools were conducted week 
by week throughout the year, except 
for ordinary holidays, for the purpose 
of giving a system of ordinary education 
to the children of all sorts who were 
compelled to attend. Now, in discuss- 
ing the relations of the local educa- 
tion authority with the managers, 
they were face to face with a totally 
new situation compared with that held 
in the past. Hence it was that he 
thought the House ought to consider 
very carefully how best to strengthen 
their arrangements, so as to secure entire 


control on the part of the local 
authority in the matter of secular 
instruction. A ecase arose’. which 


illustrated the necessity of, and need for, 
defining the powers of the local authority 
and the managers, in regard to the 
important matter of interfering with the 
regular course of instruction by 
closing the school. For instance, in 
St. Luke’s School, in Lancaster, the 
ordinary work ot the school was given up 
fora week, notice being forwarded in the 
usual way to His Majesty's Inspector, 
but the school met, and the efforts of the 
teaching staff were centred upon the 
Diocesan syllabus of religious education. 
[t might be asked how that could be 
done, as it was well known that 
all religious instruction must be 
given at the time specified in the 
timetable. He would remind the Com- 
mittee that there were regulations that 
affected the opening and the closing of 
voluntary schools, and that Article 83 of 
the Code stated that the school must be 
opened not less than 400 times in the 
year, power being left to managers to 
give holidays — for the purpose of 
meeting local conditions such as the 
harvest in agricultural 
Now, in the official 


districts. 
returns of the 


{23 OcTOBER 1902} 


Bill, 646 
school to which he referred, the entry 
was made that the school was closed, and 
the register was not marked during that 
week. The children whose parents 
objected to this religious teaching were 
not obliged to go; but at the same time, 
in a voluntary school, attended by 
children of all denominations, under 
cover of the provision he had mentioned, 
the school was so far disbanded in order 
that the whole attention of the teachers 
should be given to the teaching of the 
children in the syllabus adopted by the 
Diocesan Board, including the Church 
Catechism. It was to prevent such mis- 
carriages of justice that he contended 
that the local authority should be supreme 
in all matters of secular instruction. It 
was not within the spirit of the elementary 
system of education that the time of the 
schools should be broken into for the 
purpose of centreing on religious and 
sectarian instruction. He was glad to 
believe that this was an odd case, but 
the exceptions proved the rule. If that 
was done in a populous town, what 
might be done in a rural parish? In an 
administrative county like Lancashire, 
where there were a thousand schools. it 
was literally impossible for the education 
authority to deal with each case and 
itself do all the work thrown upon 
it by this Clause, but whi'st devolving on 
others the oversight it could control 
their action. The local authority 
should be possessed of all power, 
and only those things left to the managers 
which were specified in the Bill. He 
urged the Government in the interests 
of the good working of a good system of 
secular instruction throughout the 
country to accept his Amendment which 
he now moved. 


Amendment proposed— 
“In page 3, line 10, after the word ‘school’ 
to insert the words ‘ineluding the number of 


days the school must be open during the yeu.” 
—(.Vr. Helime.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


*THe SECRETARY or tHe BOARD or 
EDUCATION (Sir WILLIAM ANson, 
Oxford University) said he could assure 
the hon. Member for Lancaster that he 
should not oppose his Amendment if 
he did not feel that it was unnecessary. 
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It must be borne in mind that the 
Code required the school to be opened 
for a certain number of days in the year, 
lut it would be seen from the words of the 
Section already passed that the managers 
of the school were bound to carry out the 
directions of the education authority as 
to secular instruction. If the local autho- 
rity chose to require that the school should 
be open more than 400 times in the year 
the managers must obey. With the 
powers conferred by the Bill on the local 
authority such a thing as had been men- 
tioned by the hon. Member could never 
happen if the local authority chose to 
prevent it. The powers which the hon. 
Gyentleman wished to confer on the local 
authority were contained in the Bill. 
Moreover, the Amendment would have a 
bad effect, for it would limit the general 
powers the Government wished to confer. 


Education 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE = (Carnarvon 
Burghs) said he quite saw the force 
of the argument of the hon. Gentleman 
that if they specified certain duties 
in the Bill they would rather limit the 
power of the local education authority. 
But was there not the further danger of 
limiting the powers of the local authority 
too much? He was not so sure but that 
the powers were too generally expressed, 
and that some of them would he chal- 
lenged by the managers, if attempted to 
he enforced; and with some show of 
reason. He suggested that some of these 
powers should be set forth in the present 
Clause or later on in the Schedule. If 
they were left entirely to general words 
it would lead to litigation. In other Bills 
certain specifie powers were imposed on 
the local authority, and then there was a 
general power vested in them ; but here 
there was not a specific instance of powers 
which would be a guide to the courts or 
the Education Department with which it 
was intended to vest the managers and 
over which the county authority would 
have control. The danger was this: that 
the Prime Minister had had simply the 
Parliamentary situation in his mind, and 
he had given instructions to the drafts- 
man of the Bill to compress it as much as 
possible. Twenty clauses were better 
than fifty clauses from the point of view 
of the Leader of the House, who was 
responsible for getting the Bill through. 
There was a good deal too much legisla- 
tion by reference to previous Acts, and to 
orders and rules of Departments ; and 

Sir William Anson. 
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was not the Prime Minister carry- 
ing that principle too far in this Bill? 
The Bill had been compressed to such an 
extent that the moment it was put into 
water it swelled. <All these matters 
referred to were practical  ditticulties 
which each and all of them had encoun- 
tered in their experience in managing 
local affairs in County Councils ; and he 
asked the Prime Minister and the Govern- 
ment whether they could not see their 
way to specify in the schedule a little 
more the kind of things that would fall 
upon the county authorities and on the 
managers ? He was sure that if they did 
so, discussion would be curtailed in the 
long run. They were having a sort of 
Bill constructed by cross-examination. — It 
would be better if the Government could 
see their way to put into a schedule the 
class of things over which they were to 
exercise control. Then the right hon. 
Gentleman could add general words, 
The right hon. Gentleman had told them 
that they fixed the salaries of the 
teachers. No doubt the right hon. 
Gentleman had got this *n his mind but 
it was not clear in the Act, and if the 
matter went before a legal tribunal, ditti- 
culties would arise in interpreting the 
Bill. There never had been an Act so 
productive of litigation as the Employers 
Liability Bill. He had been told by a 
judge that with regard to this Act it was 
purely a toss up whether he yave a 
verdict for the plainaff orthe defendant. It 
seexed to him that the Government were 
sacrificing the efficient working of their 
Bill in order to save a few days of Parlia 
mentary time. In the interests of the 
smooth working of the Bill was it not 
better that the Prime Minister should 
take into consideration the desirability of 
giving some indication of the kind of 
thing which he thought ought to he left 
to the county authority. 


Sir JOHN GORST (Cambridge Uni- 
versity) said he entirely agreed with the 
concluding observations of his hon. 
friend the Secretary to the Board of 
Education, and he trusted that the 
Committee would follow his advice 
and not the advice given them by the 
hon. and learned Member opposite. 
Powers were conferred upon local author- 
ities in this Bill by general words, and in 
conferring them by general words they 
could only be cut down by Amendments 
like this which the Committee were 
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discussing, and if the Committee would 
refrain from adopting the schedule 
which the hon. Member opposite had 
placed before them; and if the Prime 
Minister would not propose such a schedule 
or state any specific powers, then the local 
authority would possess all those general 
powers which were conferred upon it. 
But if the Committee embarked upon a 
schedule of this kind, then the local 
authority would only have those which 
were stated in the schedule, or those 
powers which lawyers called ¢jusdem 
yneris, and they weuld not have those 
wide and general powers which he hoped 
the Committee would agree to. 


sir WILLIAM HARCOURT (Mon- 
mouthshire, W.) said he agreed with the 
hon. Member for Carnarvon that they 
might carry these general rulesa great deal 
too far. It would be very hard upon the 
country that this Bill should become—as 
it would inevitably become—a measure in 
which a number of these questions would 
be litigated throughout. His hon. friend 
had referred to a very typical example in 
the Compensation to Workmen Bill. The 
way that Biil was drawn, and the expense 
everybody had been put to to bring it 
into operation, had been a great hardship 
upon the workpeople. In this Bill they 
had a very complicated machinery, there 
were many complicated relations intr 
v, and unless they defined what were 
their powers to a certain degree—they 
did not need to go into great detail—to 
see What were the respective functions of 
the numerous bodies who would have to 
alminister almost every part of this Bill, 
they would be sure to raise a number of 
very difficult questions. He knew that 
the Attorney-General thought they were 
not as intelligent as they ought to be in 
understanding this Bill, and therefore when 
they raised objections which might arise, 
he said those were purely the sort of 
things which never weuld arise. He did 
not thiak that was the case. He under- 
stood the Prime Minister to say that he 
would consider the point which was raised 
at the end of the discussion yesterday. 


*Tue CHAIRMAN : The discussion has 

been taking rather a wide t .rn, and I 
would recall it to the exact wording of 
the Amendment. 


(4.25.)0Mr. GEORGE WHITE (Nor- 
folk, N.W.) said these Amendments 
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would be quite unnecessary if they 
could get some promise from the 
Prime Minister that he would deal 


with these details in some general form. 
[f they could have some assurance that 
some such words as “it shall be the 
duty of the local authority to issue 
general instructions to the managers that 
all matters affecting the secular duties 
of the managers” would be added, that 
would cover a great many of the Amend- 
ments which were now being introduced, 
This sub-Section having been detined to 
a certain extent, there was great danger 
that many other important matters would 
not be considered to be in the hands 
ot the local authority in their relation 
to the managers. He hoped some such 
general instruction as that which he had 
suggested would be passed. 


Mr. M‘KENNA contended that it 
would be better if such words were in- 
serted in the schedule. With reference 
to the remarks, of the late Vice-President 
of the Council, to whose opinion he always 
gave the greatest deference, he regretted 
that upon this occasion he could not 
agree with him. He said that if they 
introduced any words of that sort they 
would cut down the general powers of 
the Bill. The words were so general as 
to be almost useless. The words were 
general as to the control of secular 
education, and yet they did not exclude 
the appointment of teachers for secular 
instruction. What wasa court of law to 
do in that case ? The judges were bound 
to say that those words had not got the 
general meaning, otherwise they must 
have included the appointment of 
teachers. He hoped that before the 
Committee stage was over they would 
insert item after item in the schedule, 
giving the lozal education authority 
control over the education which he 
submitted they had not got under the 
Bill as it stood. 


*Sir JOSEPH LEESE (Lancashire, 


Accrington) pointed out that at an 
earlier stage of the Bill he ventured 


to move that such a schedule should 
be inserted, but the Committee refused 
his proposal. He thought the Secretary 
to the Board of Education had made a 
very important statement. He had stated 
that the words in sub-Section (a) carried 
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with them great authority, and were 
practically supreme. In regard to the 
extension of hours would the same 
supreme authority extend to the 


curriculum ? 


*Mr. HELME said that relying on the 
assurances which the Secretary to the 
Board of Edueation had been kind enough 
to give, for he had taken down his words 
“that fixing the number of days for the 
school to be open is in the power of the 
local authority, and that managers 
cannot close the school without consent 
of the local authority,” would be secured 
by the Government. He now begged 
leave to withdraw his Amendment. 

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. CHARLES McARTHUR (Liver- 
pool, Exchange) said in order that public 
control might be made fully effective in 
respect of secular instruction in de 
nominational schools, it would — be 
necessary that certain words should be 
inserted. In the discussion on the last 
Amendment, reference was made to the 
danger of inserting specific words, but 
he thought there was an equal danger of 
omitting to insert words where they 
referred to important matters of 
principle. He had no doubt it was the 
intention of the framers of the Bill that 
the words in sub-Section (a) applied 
not only to the course of instruction, but 
to the persons by whom the instruction 
was to be given. But he thought the 
words were capable of a much narrower 
interpretation than that. They might be 
confined to the subject matter uf the 
teaching and the manner in which it was 
given, and might not extend tothe organi- 
sation of the teaching staff. One of the 
objects of this Bill was to place all schools 
on the same educational level. If that 
was to be done it was clear that the 
local authority would have to be armed 
with full powers to deal with the com- 
position of the teaching staff; they 
would have to prescribe what number 
of teachers should be appointed in 
relation to the number of scholars; 
whether all the teachers were to be 
certificated or only some, and what was to 
be the proportion between the certificated 
and unceertificated teachers; whether 
pupil teachers were to be reckoned part 
of the staff, and the scale of remunera- 
tion. As his Amendment was origin- 
ally drafted, the word ‘“ remuneration ” 


Sir Joseph Leese, 
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| was inserted, but he had been assured 
/on high authority that, having regard to 
the insertion in the Bill of words which 
gave the local authority complete con- 
trol over public funds, it would be super- 
fluous for that word to be inserted. At 
the same time it would have to be 
understood that the local authority had 
the power to fix the general scale of 
teachers’ salaries, otherwise it would be 
|open to the managers of one school to 
be more generous at the public expense 
|than the managers of another school, 
| As to the dismissal of teachers, he thought 
it was evident that if there was to be 
public control, the local authority must 
have the same voice as regarded dis 
missal as it had regarding the appoint- 
ment of teachers. If that was not done. 
the teacher, after having been appointed, 
would stand in an independent position 
with reference to the local authority, and 
would even be able to set the directions 
of the local authority at defiance. There- 
fore hesubmitted that the right of dis- 
missal must begiventothe local authority, 
and indeed the local authority ought to 
have the power, in case of need, tostepover 
the heads of the managers and dismiss 
teachers who were proved by the inspector, 
or onexamination,to be entirely inefficient. 
They had to remember that teachers 
under this Bill would not be entirely 
the servants of the local authority. As 
regarded religious teaching, the local 
authority would have no control, and, 
therefore, they ovght to define very 
exactly what extent the control of the 
local authority was to be. It would 
not do that because a man was a 
capable religious teacher, because he 
| might play the organ well, because he 
| sangin the choir, or was an admirable 
/superintendent of the Sunday school, it 
| was to make up for any deficiency 
'in his capacity in secular education. 
| Therefore, he thought it was clear 
that this power, although it might 
not be readily exercised, was to be 
given to the local authority. It was 
/not necessary to go into details. A 
| great deal had to be left to the discretion 
of the managers. If gentlemen of 
position were to undertake these duties 
| they could not be mere puppets. At 
| the same time they knew the local 
authority would have the power to 
supervise, and, if necessary, correct any 
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action of the managers; and, over and 
above that, he submitted that it would 
be necessary to regard this all-important 
matter, and that distinct intimation 
should be given to the local authorities 
that they hada positive duty to deal with 
these matters, and to lay down lines 
necessary for the guidance of the 
managers. Only in this way would 
they obtain the unity of system they so 
desired. 


Amendment proposed— 

“In page 3, line 10, at end, toinsert the words 
‘incluaing any directions with respect to the 
number and educational qualifications of the 
teachers to be employed for such instruction, 
and with respect to the <«ismissal of any 
teacher on edueational rounds.’ ” (Mr, 
Charles M‘Arthur.) 


(Question proposed, ** That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. TREVELYAN (Yorkshire. W.R., 
Elland) asked whether the last words 
of the Amendment would put out of 
order subsequent Amendments to place 
the appointment or dismissal of teachers 
in the hands of the local authorities. 


*THe CHAIRMAN: I should think it 
would affect the question of dismissal. It 
probably would not affect the question 
ot appointment. 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR said he con- 
fessed he had some hesitation with 
respect to the Amendment of his hon. 
friend: but only on the ground that 
they ought to be cautious in putting 
into the sub-Section any words which, 
while aiming at extending its character, 
might have precisely the opposite effect 
of limiting it. However, he was well 
aware that the Amendment, even if it 
were not absolutely necessary to make 
the Bill clear, touched a point of con- 
troversy in the country as to the in- 
tention of the Government or the effect 
of the Bill. He would not argue whether 
the Bill, as originally drawn, carried 
out the intention of the Government 
with respect to the teachers. Person- 
ally, he thought it did. But there was 
no doubt that that intention was 
entirely in conformity with his hon. 
iriend’s Amendment. It might be held 
that the dismissal of teachers was not 
included in the general phrase about 
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the control of secular education being 
vested in the local authority; and, 
therefore, in order to remove that 
misconception and place the matter 
beyond doubt, he would accept the 
Amendment. 


Mr. M‘KENNA said that he wished 
to move an Amendment to the Amend- 


ment. The hon. Member for the 
Exchange Division had already re- 
ferred to the desirability of the 
teachers not being chosen on the 


ground of their efficiency in playing the 
organ at church, or leading the choir, or 
superintending the Sunday School. 
What he desired to secure was that 
when the teachers were appointed they 
should not have these duties put upon 
them. He thought the local education 
author.ty should regulate the duties of 
the teachers, and that the teachers should 
have an appeal to the local education 
authority as against the managers. 
Unless some words were introduced to 
govern that there would be no such 
power in the Bill, He therefore begged 
to move. 


Amendment proposed to the proposed 
Amendment— 
** After the first word ‘the, to insert the 


words ‘* regulation of the duties and the’ ”— 
(Mr. M' Kenna. ) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted in the proposed 
Amendment.” 


(4.45.) THe ATTORNEY GENERAL 
(Sir Ropert Fintay, Inverness Burghs) 
said the object of the hon. Member was 
clearly covered by the Bill as it stood, 
and therefore the Amendment could not 
be accepted. ‘There was no use in piling 
up words. The words “ with regard to 
secular instruction ” simply meant power 
to give instructions to the teacher as 
such. 


Mr. ELLIS GRIFFITH (Anglesey) 
thought the Amendment hardly raised 
the question his hon. friend had in mind. 
It would be better to raise it at a later 
stage in a more specific form. 


Dr. MACNAMARA appealed to his 
hon. friend not to press the Amend- 
ment in its present general form. 

2A 
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The specific questions referred to con- 
stituted a sericus public scandal, with 
which both sides would be ready to deal 
in the proper way at the proper time. 
A school teacher, when appointed, ought 
to be at absolute liberty in his own time 
to do as he pleased, always provided that 
what he did was not inconsistent with 
his duty as a public school teacher. He 
hoped that matter would be raised in a 
specific form later on, but in the mean- 
time he suggested the Amendment should 
be withdrawn. 


Amendment to the proposed Amend- 
ment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Question again proposed, “ That those 
words be there inserted.” 


Mr. CORRIE GRANT (Warwick- 
shire, Rugby) thought there ought to 
be in the hands of the local authority 
power to dismiss a teacher on many 
other than educational grounds. He 
suggested the Committee were some- 
what out of order in discussing the 
question on the present Amendment, 
because if the Amendment were accepted 
as it stood the teachei would be dismiss- 
able only on educational grounds. 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY said the hon. 
Member was mistaken. It was not the 
intention that a teacher should be dis- 
missible only on educational grounds, but 
the proposal was to give the local 
authority power to require on educational 
grounds the dismissal of a teacher. He 
certainly might be dismissed on other 
grounds. 


Mr. BRYCE thought the point of 
his hon. friend was that it might 
be inferred from the Ameudment when 
they came to subSection (¢) that the 
local authority would not have power 
to direct a teachers dismissal on 
other than educational grounds. The 
reference was probably to questions of 
character, which were questions neither 
of religious nor of secular instructions. 


Sir ROBERT? FINLAY instanced the 
extreme case of a teacher who attended 
school drunk. That would be misconduct 
which, on educational grounds, warranted 
dismissal. Any misconduct which affected 
his position as a teacher would, he 
thought, be “ educational grounds.”’ 


Dr. Macnamura, 
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Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT said ques- 


tions of character might arise which 
would make it undesirable that a par- 
ticular man should remain a teacher. 
But would such a dismissal be on edu- 
cational grounds? He thought the 
Amendment might very well stand jn 
the present sub-Section, but it was im- 
portant to know whether they would be 
able to move an Amendment of an 
enlarged character on sub-Section (+), 
Surely they might say there that the 
appointment and dismissal should rest, 
not upon religious grounds, but upon 
any other grounds which the local 
authority thought sufficient. 


Mr. GEORGE WHITELEY (Yorkshire, 
W.R., Pudsey) contended that if the Com- 
inittee accepted the Amendment their 
liberty of action would be largely curtailed 
when they came to sub-Seztion (r). ‘The 
unfortunate teacher would be in the posi- 
tion of having to serve two masters—the 
local authority and the managers, the 
former having the right to dismiss him 
on educational grounds, and the latter 
on general grounds. It would be much 
better to leave the question alone until 
they could deal with it thoroughly. 
The logical position seemed to be that 
both appointment and dismissal should 
be in the hands of the local authority, 
with a veto, to be exercised only on 
religious grounds, in the hands of the 
managers. Probably 95 per cent. of the 
teaching would concern secular instruc- 
tion, and yet it was proposed to give the 
power of dismissing the teacher into the 
hands of the managers who had the 
right to deal only with the remaining 
5 per cent. of school instruction, while 
the power of the local authority would 
be reduced to dismissing the teacher on 
educational grounds. He hoped the 
Amendment would not be accepted, so 
that the judgment of the Committee 
might be left unfettered. 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT askedjin 
what position they would stand on sub- 
Section (¢). Would it be open to them 
then to deal with the larger question! 


Mr. MKENNA challenged the Attor- 
ney General to say where the managers 
were given the power to dismiss a teacher 
at all. 





hor 
he | 
clea 


4 
mal 
teac 
sub: 
to | 
Att 
whi 


disn 


SI 
ing | 
Trea 


M 
stoor 
that 
local 
dism 


*” 


are ¢ 
miss: 
aut}; 
man: 
miss 
and 

local 


Ag v 
Aird, 

Anson 
Arkw 

Arno}. 
Atkin 
Bagot. 
Bain, | 
Baird, 
Baler 
Baldw 

Balfou 
Balfou 
Balfou 
Banbu 
Barry 

Bartle: 
Bath 
Beeket 
Bhown 
Bignok 
Bill, 
Blunde 
Bond, 

Boscaw 
Boulno 
Bowles 
Brodric 


Brook ti 








—_— Ww 


n 
1 


‘il 
at 


ld 


on 
he 
he 


Education 


657 


{23 OcTroBER 1962} 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR reminded the | 
hon. Member that on the previous day | 
he had quoted a speech of his as having | 


cleared up that point. 


Mr. M‘KENNA asked where the 
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Me. A. J. BALFOUR: My belief is in 
accordance with your ruling. Personally 
I should be disposed,to think that the 


‘two questions were different. 


managers would get power to dismiss a | 
teacher except by inference from this | 


sub-Clause, which they were now asked | 


to accept as a concession. 
Attorney General point to a 


Would the | 
Clause | 


which gave the managers power to 


dismiss a teacher ? 


Sin ROBERT FINLAY: I have noth- 
ing to add to what the First Lord of the 
Treasury has said. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said he under- 


stood the right hon. Gentleman to say 


that he would require the consent of the | 
local authority to the appointment and | 


Mr. MOSS (Denbighshire, E.) moved 
to leave out the last three words of the 
Amendment “on educational grounds.” 


*Mr. CORRIE GRANT: I have an 
Amendment, Mr. Chairman, which comes 
before that. It is after ‘“ number” 
to insert * salaries.” 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR rose in his 
place, and claimed to move that the 
Question be now put. 


Mr. MOsS, on a point of order, 
asked if the Closure could be moved after 
he had moved his Amendment to the 
Amendment. 





dismissal. 


* Tue CHAIRMAN : I think these two 
In this case the dis 


are different points. 


Amendment 
Chair. 


missal would be by the local education 


authority who give instructions to the 
in the other case the dis- 


managers ; 


(5.6.) 


tion be now 


missal would originate with the managers 


and would require the consent of the 


local education authority. 
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Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Grezne,Sir EW( BrySEdm’nds 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond- (Cambs. 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Groves, James Grimble 
Gunter, Sir Robert 

Hain, Edward 

Hall, Edward Marshall 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hamilton, Rt Hn LordG( Midd’x 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert Wm. 
Hardy, Laurence( Kent, Ashfrd 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Healy, Timothy Michael 
Heath, Arthur Howard( Hanley 
Heath.James (Statfords. N.W. 
Heaton, John Henniker 


Hermon-Hodyge, Sir Robert T. , 


Hickman, Sir Alfred 
Higeinbottom, S. W. 
Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset, E) 
Hogg, Lindsay 
Hope,J.F.(Shettield, Brightside 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Horner, Frederick William 
Hoult, Joseph 

Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard.Jno.( Kent. Faversh’m 
Hozier, Hon. James HenryCecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutton, John (Yorks N.R.) 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Johnstone, Heywood 

Kemp, George 
Kennaway,Rt. Hon. SirJohnH. 
Kennedy, Patrick James 
Kenyon, Hon.Geo. T. (Denbigh 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col, W.(Salop 
Kimber, Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Kuowles, Lees 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 


Lecky, Rt. Hon. William Edw.H 


Allan, Sir William (Gateshead) 
Allen.CharlesP.(Gioue. Stroud 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Rt HonHerbert Henry 
Barlow, John Emmott 

Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. Bb. 
Bell, Richard 

Black, Alexander William 
Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Brown, George M. (Edinburgh 
gg Rt. Hon. James 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
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Lee, ArthurH (Hants, Fareham 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh- Bennett, Henry Currie 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col. Charles W.‘ Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter (Bristol, 
Lowe, Francis William 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Macartney. Rt Hn. W.G Ellison 
Maedona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Killop,James (Stirlingshire) 
Middlemore.Jim.Throgmortonu 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milner, Rt. Hon. SirFrederickG 
Milvain, Thomas 

Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, Robt. Jasper (Shropshire 
Morgan, DavidJ(W'Ithamstow 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, ArthurH. A. ( Deptford 
Mount, William Artour 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, Rt HnA.Graham( Bute 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

Parker, Sir Gilbert 

Peel. Hn. Wim. Robert Wellesley 
Pemberton, John S. G. 

Perey, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 

Pilkington, Lieut.-Col. Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

(Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 

fandles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Ratcliff, R. F, 

Rattigan, Sir William Henry 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
temnant, James Farquharson 
Renwick, George 

Richards, Henry Charles 
Ridley, Hon. M. W. (Stalybridge 


NOES. 


—_ gr nae Sproston 
Caldwell, . James 

Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 

Causton. Richard Knight 

Cawley, Frederick 

Craig, Robert Hunter 

Crombie, John William 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 

Davies, M. Vanghan-(Cardigan 

Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 

Duncan, J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 

Ellis, John Edward 
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Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Shetfield) 
egg Herbert (Hac ‘*kney 
tollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
toyds, r ‘lement Molyneux 
Sac *kville, Col. S. G. Stopford. 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Sumac. Harry S. (Limehouse 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Scott, SirS. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seely, Maj. J.E.B (lsleof W ight 
Seton-Karr, Henry 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw Stewart. M. H. (Renfrew 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Louis (Romtord) 
Smith, HC( North’mb, Tyneside 
Smith, JamesParker(Lanarks. ) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand 
Spear, John aaa 
Stanley, Ed. Jas. (Somerset) 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes). 
Stewart,Sir Mark.J.M*1 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Stroyan, John 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, RtHn J.G.(Oxf'dU niv. 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tritton, Charles Earnest 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valen‘ia, Viscount 
Walrond, . Hn. SirW illiam H 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warde, C ‘olonel C. E. 
Webb, Colonel William George 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C. E(Tunton 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams. Rt. HnJ Powell-( Birn 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, A.Stanley( York, E.R; 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (Yorks) 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
Younger, William 
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TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Alexander Acland 
Hood and Mar, Anstruther 


Emmott, Alfred 
Farquharson, Dr. 
Fenwick, Charles 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Faller, J. M. F. 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grant. Corrie 

Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Harcourt. Rr. Hon. SirWilliam 
Harwood, George 

Hayne, Rt. Hn. Charles Seale- 
Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Hobhouse. C. B. i. (Bristol, E. 


Robert 
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Holland, Sir William Henry 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jones, David Brynmor(Swans’a 
Jones, William(Carn’rvenshire 
Kinloch.Sir John GeorgeSmyth 
Labouchere, Henry 

Langley, Batty 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Lees, Sir JosephF.(Acermgton) 
Leng, Sir John 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-G+orge, David 

Lough, Thomas 

Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
M'Crae, George 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 

M‘Laren, Sir Charles Benjamin 
Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mather, Sir William 

Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Moss, Samuel 


Norman, Henry 


Palmer, SirChar] 
Partington, Osw 
Paulton, James 


Price, 


Rea, Russell 
Reid, Sir RK. Thre 


Runciman, Wal 


Shackleton Dav 


Question, “That those words be there 
inserted,” put accordingly and agreed to. 


*(5.22.) Sir FRANCIS POWELL 
(Wigan) moved the insertion of words at 
the end of line 10, Clause &, providing 
that the directions given by the local 
authority to the managers should be such 
interfere with reasonable 
facilities for instruction in religious 
subjects. He did not anticipate that 
there would be frequent interference by 
the local authority with the managers in 
regard to these facilities, but cases might 
oecur,and probably would occur, especially 
Where passions ran fiercely and where the 
personal element prevailed. Such inter- 
ference would not necessarily be designed, 
it might arise from inadvertence. The 
National Society had, with great care, 
framed an agreement for transfer of 
schools during the hours for secular 
instruction; but that agreement had 
caused so much difficulty and friction that 
the use of it had heen abandoned. He 
thought he was making a just and fair claim 
on behalf of the trustees and managers of 
voluntary schools when he asked that 
there should be some definite declaration 
on the face of the Act that no direction 
given by the local authority should 
interfere with reasonable facilities for 
instruction in religious subjects. 

Amendment proposed— 

** In page 3, line 10, at end, to insert the words 


as not to 


“But no such directions shall be such as to 


interfere with reasonable facilities fur instruc- 
religious subjects.” "—(Sir_ Francis 


Powell ) 


(23 OcToBER 1902} 
Newnes, Sir George 


Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 


vald 


Pease, J. A. (Satfron Walden) 
Perks, Robert William 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Pickard, Benjamin 

Pirie, Duncan V 

fohert John 

Priestley, Arthur 


Rickett, J. Compton 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 


Schwann, Charles E. 

‘id James 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stattord) | Yoxall, James Heary 
Shipman, Dr. John G. | 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 

Soares. Ernest J 
Spencer, Rt. Hn.CR. (Northants | 
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Stevenson, Francis 8. 
Strachey, Sir Edward. 

Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E. 
Thomas, David Alfred(Merthyr 
Tomkinson, James 
Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Wallace, Robert 

Walton,J ohn Lawson(Leeds S. ) 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene 

Weir, James Galloway 

White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke( York, E.R.) 
Whiteley, George( York, W.R.) 
Whitley. J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson, Henry J. (York. W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Woodhouse, SirJ T.(Huddersf’d 
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TELLERS FOR THE NOES 
Mr. Herbert Gladstone 
and Mr. William M‘Arthur 





(Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


*Sir WILLIAM ANSON said tne 
Amendment appeared to be a reasonable 
one, and it did not in any way conflict 
with the powers to be given to the local 
authority to issue dlirections in 
respect of secular instruction, The 
Amendment would do no more than 
remind the local authority that the re- 
ligious instruction given in the de- 
nominational schools was an important 
part of the instruction, and was in fact 
the raison détre for such schools. On 
behalf of the Government he was _pre- 
pared to accept the Amendment. 


Mr. BRYCE said he was surprised 
that the hon. Gentleman should think 
the Amendment necessary to remind 
local authorities that there were such 
things as denominational schools. He 
should have thought that there was no 
linein the Bill which did not remind 
them in the most painful way that they 
were to be ‘“‘cribbed, cabined, and con- 
fined” by denominational managers. He 
could see no object for the Amendment 
but one. namely, to suggest a new 
ground of dispute between the managers 
and the local authorities. What possible 
need could there be for declaring that 
religious instruction was to be safe- 
guarded when the whole function of the 
managers was to safeguard it? He 
thought the Amendment ought to be 
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resisted on the ground that it was _pro- 
voeative and likely to cause friction and 
trouble. 


Sm WILLIAM HARCOURT asked 
who was to determine whether the 
facilities were ‘‘ reasonable” or not. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said that would 
be determined under the powers in sub- 
Section 2. 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT said he did 
not know whether sub section 2 existed or 
not. It had not been passed. If it 
existed this Amendment was unnecessary. 
If sub-Nection 2 was operative, and if 
there was a dispute on the question 
whether there was sufficient time given 
for religious instruction, it would be 
referred to the Board of Education. If 
that was not so, was the question to be 
determined by a court of law? The 
Committee should know how the word 
“reasonable” was to be interpreted and 
by whom. 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE (Bristol, 
FE.) said it was a little startling to find 
the Government accepting this Amend- 
ment when during the past three or four 
days they had been rejecting as mere 
surplusage Amendments which were pro- 
posed for the purpose of making the Bill 
practical and easy to work. They were 
asked practically to define what were 
religious subjects. Surely that was to 
introduce discord into the practical 
working of the Act. The managers 
would be anxious to forward religious 
instruction, the education authority would 
be anxious to keep the children up to 
the mark in their secular education in 
order to obtain the grants, and there 
would be endless squabbles about what 
were ‘reasonable facilities’ for religious 
education. The members of the edu- 
cation authority were to be generally 
elected to the County Council for a far 
different purpose than discussing re- 
ligious dogmas—practical business-men 
who would not want to be bothered with 
these debatable questions. He would 
gladly have adopted quite a different 
method of the treatment of this subject, 
and would have allowed repres ‘ntatives 
of every denomination to come into the 
schools and teach their own children 
their own doctrine. 


Mr. Bi yee. 
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Dr. MACNAMARA said that no one 
objected to reasonable facilities for 
religious instruction, but the Amend- 
ment did not touch the provided schools. 
It simply permitted reasonable facilities 
in the denominational schools, and 
their case surely was met by Article 
4, sub-Section 2, of the Whitehall Code, 
which provided that religious instruction 
must be given either at the beginning 
or at the end of the time-table, or at 
both, in accordance with the regulations 
of the Board of Education. What more 
did they want than that? The Govern- 
ment would be well advised, he thought, 
to let the matter remain where it was. 


*Sin WILLIAM ANSON said that the 
Act of 1870 provided for religious in- 
struction or religious observances at the 
beginning or end of the school hours 
subject to certain provisions. All the 
Amendment provided was that, inas- 
much as the local authority had un- 
limited power of issuing directions, they 
should not issue directions to such an 
extent as to occupy the whole of the 
school hours and so prevent the giving 
of religious instruction. 


Dr. MACNAMARA asked whether 
the local authority would have to obey 
the Education Code. 


*Sin WILLIAM ANSON said that that 
was so. But they wished to avoid any 
difticulty by putting it down in express 
terms that these directions were limited 
to this extent, that time must be allowed 
for religious instruction. 


Dr. MACNAMARA asked whether it 
was not the fset that the Code provided 
full facilities for religious instruction. 


*Sirn WILLIAM ANSON said that that 


Was so. 


Lorp HUGH CECIL (Greenwich) 
thought there was a good deal to be 
said for not accepting this Amendment, 
at any rate at the present moment. ‘The 
Government had laid down, in connection 
with secular education, that limiting 
words did not add clearness to what 
was done, but did add an element of 
confusion. It was difficult not to apply 
that argument to this case. He did not 
feel quite certain that the words suggested 
by his hon. friend the Member for 
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Wigan were the best, even if any words 
were necessary, and he thought this was 
an opportunity when the Government 
might have considered the feeling of 
the Opposition and have postponed the 
matter, at any rate until the Report stage, 
for further consideration. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said that if 
everybody in every quarter of the House 
was opposed to the Amendment it was 
not worth while fighting about it. The 
Government had not for a moment 
suggested that it was of very great 
importance. It was, he thought, just 
within the bounds of possibility that they 
might have an education authority so 
misguided, or so enthusiastic, about the 
preponderating demands of secular as 
compared with religious education, that 
they might use the great powers given 
them under this Bill as regarded secular 
education to squeeze out, at both ends 
of the school time-table, the element of 
religious instruction. If that were done, 
of course gross injustice would be inflicted 
on the members of the denomination in 
whose interest the school was established. 
He thought, however, the possibility of 
an education authority so abusing its 
power Was extremely remote. 


Question put and negatived. 


*(5.45.)ToeCHAIRMAN: The Amend- 
ment in the name of the hon. Member is 
inthe wrong place. We are here laying 
down conditions of maintenance, and this 
Amendment advocates clothing the 
education authority with powers which 
could not 
maintenance. The next Amendment 
is possibly surplusage, but at all events 
should not come into this sub-Section but 
ina subsequent sub-Section. The next 


Amendment on the Paper is, | think, 
already covered. 
Mr. MCKENNA: Ido not move it. 


I withdraw it. 


Dr. MACNAMARA said the Amend- 
ment which he proposed dealt with a 
comparatively small matter of school 
Management, and he hoped the Govern- 
ment would accept it. If he could get 
the assurance of the Prime Minister that 
this matter would be attended to he 
would not trouble the Committee 
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come into the question of | 


Fill. 666 


further. It was his desire that the 
control of the school buildings should 
be left for all purposes with the local 
authority. At present the school build- 
ings were in the hands of the managers 
for all purposes, and it was to their 
interest to see that the schools were 
kept ina proper condition, but now there 
was going to be a divided authority, the 
local authority using the schools for 
certain hours of the day, and the 
managers using them at other hours, 
for other purposes. It was quite likely 
that the managers might use the schools 
for parochial teas and parochial and 
general meetings, and it was quite right 
that they should; but they might not 
feel now as they did in the past, and there 
was an obligation to put the building 
into a proper state for the local authority 
next morning. All he asked was that 
the denominational managers, who might 
use the school as they pleased in their 
own time, should leave it in such a state 
of order that the education authority, 
when they came in the morning, could 
get at once to work. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 3, line 10, after the word ‘school,’ 
to insert the words ‘and shall, on all occasions 
when the school premises have been used for 
purposes over which the local education 
authority has po control, see that the school 
premi-es are immediately re-adapted to the 
educational purposes for which the local 
education authority requires them.’” —[Dr. 
Macnamara. | 


Question proposed, “That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR was not certain 
whether the Amendment was not out of 
order, but it was inconveniently drafted. 
If however thehon. Member would consult 
with him upon the words to be used and 
move the Amendment as a subhead, he 
did not think there would be any diffi- 
culty in the matter. 


Dr. MACNAMARA gladly accepted 


the suggestion, and begged leave to with- 
draw his Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn, 


*Tur CHAIRMAN: I am doubtful 


about the next Amendment, but I think 
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it ought to come as a schedule to sub- 
Clause (4) ; sub-Clause (a) deals with secu- 
lar instruction, and this Amendmentfdeals 
rather more with management than with 
education. 


Mr. BLACK (Banffshire) submitted, 
with respect, that the question had been 
raised on the previous day, and the first 
Lord of the Treasury had promised to 
deal with the matter on the schedule of 
the Bill relevant to this section. That 
heing so, his Amendment was purely a 
drafting Amendment, and he submitted 
that this was the only place in which it 
could go in. 


*THECHAIRMAN: The hon. Member 
has rather stated himself out of court. 
He has referred to a schedule which does 
not exist. He might move his Amend- 
ment later as a subClause. The next 
Amendment ought to come into the in- 
terpretation Clause, and then we go back 
to the first Amendment on the Paper. 


Mr. ALFRED HUTTON | said in 
moving this Amendment he only wished 
to say he did not think the Amendment 
of the Prime Minister was one which it 
was possible for the education authority to 
carry out; because although it gave the 
power to the county authorities, it gave 
no machinery to enforce the will of the 
county authority, therefore it had no 
value. He urged that some concession 
must be made to enable the county 
authority to have some machinery to 
curry out the object under this sub- 
Section. He admitted that if the man- 
agers of a denominational school refused 
to carry out the instructions of the local 
authority, that authority could withhold 
the grant, and if the school was closed 
they must build another school to supply 
the want. This, however, was not a 
course which the local authority was 
likely to pursue, though probably they 
would prefer to provide a public school 
instead of a denominational school. — If 
that was the alternative which the right 
hon. Gentleman would prefer he would 
have no objection to it, but this Bill 
said something quite different. It said 


the county authority should continue to 

provide the denominational school, and it 

would be remembered that if they built 

a provided school they would have to do 

so out of the local parish rates. His 

Amendment, therefore, suggested the less 
The Chairman, 
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drastic method of providing for the de- 
nominational school instead of having 
recourse to the building of a provided 
school. He submitted that his proposal 
was moderate, and far more practical than 
this suggested alternative, because the 
power of suspending the denominational 
managers would not interfere with the de- 
nominational teaching in the schools. The 
power of being able to use a threat would 
probably be sufficient to secure the 
carying out of the will of the authority. 


Amendment proposed— 

“ After the last Amendment, to insert the 
words ‘and if the managers fail to carry out 
such directions, the local education authority 
shall have power to declare such managers in 
default and to appoint new managers.’ ~—(.1r. 
Alfred Hutton.) 


Question proposed, “‘ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Str ROBERT FINLAY agreed that 
it was desirable the local education 
authority should have some power, in 
case the managers failed to carry out 
any direction which the local authority 
had power to give, which was less drastic 
than that of withdrawing the support 
of the schools. It was desirable that 
there should be some power less heroic 
than that, because a power so severe 
was not one that might be applied, but 
he did not think that the proposal of 
the hon. Member was in its precise form 
that which the Committee ought to 
accept. It would be much better to 
confer on the local education authority 
power themselves to do the act. He 
submitted that an Amendment which 
stood in the name of the Prime Minister 
on a later page of the Amendments 
proceeded on the lines which he had 
indicated. [This Amendment provided 
that where the managers of a school 
fail to carry out any direction of the 
local education authority, that authority 
shall have the power themselves to 
carry out the direction in question as if 
they were the managers.| The Govern- 
ment would be prepared to move that 
Amendment, and he trusted that the 
hon. Gentleman would see his way to 
accept it. 


Sm WILLIAM HARCOURT said he 
thought it would be desirable if the 
First Lord of the Treasury could give 
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some idea as to the method and the 
meaning of the local authority carrying 
out the directions. The phrase surely 
meant that the existing Members were 
to be removed or disabled from acting in 
some way. Who was to step in and do 
this? How was the power to be exer- 
cised ? He thought that the Amendment 
of his hon. friend suggesting the appoint- 
ment of new managers was a better 
solution. 


Si ROBERT FINLAY _ thought 
that, if for one reason or another the 
managers had not complied with the 
direction of the local education authority, 
it would occasion great difficulty if the 
only remedy short of totally stopping 
the maintenance of the school was that 
of removing the managers altogether. 
If they removed the foundation managers 
and appointed other managers, the 
foundation managers would disappear 
altogether : and the effect of the Amend- 
ment would be to appoint permanently 
new managers by the local education 
authority. This was providing a remedy 
which was so heroic that it would be 
open to the objection advanced against 
the only othr remedy suggested of 
withdrawing the maintenance from the 
school. The proper line of action with 
regard to the particular thing which 
ought to be done was that the local edu- 
eation authority should have the power 
to step in and do that thing. ‘The work 
should bedone by a person appropriately 
chosen for the purpose. 


Lorp EDMUND FITZMAURICE(Wilt- 
shire, Cricklade) pointed that under the 
Act of 1870, at any rate in certain cases, 
the education authority had particular 
authority for particular actions. The 
County Council issued an order to the 
local authority to do a particular thing ; 
if the order was not obeyed within a 
specified time the Council stepped in, 
and, through their surveyor, completed 
the matter at the cost of the rural 
authority, whom they then reinstated 
in full possession. As the Attorney- 
General had pointed out, they had to 
appoint an agent in all such cases. He 
therefore suggested that at the end of 
the Amendment or elsewhere there 
should be added some such words as, 
“and to appoint an officer or agent for 
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that purpose.” That would remove all 
doubt and indicate a way by which this 
valuable addition could easily be carried 
into effect. 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT said that 
what his noble friend had stated was 
periectly feasible when dealing with bricks 
or mortar or roads, but in the present 
matter they were dealing with instruc- 
tions, and the same procedure was not 
applicable. If a recalcitrant body of 
managers would not carry out the direc- 
tions as to secular instruction, there was 
no course open except to appoint other 
managers who would carry out those 


directions. The stronger the remedy, 
the more likely were they to get 
obedience. If voluntary managers knew 


that in the event of their being re- 
caleitrant they would be displaced alto- 
gether, they were not likely to be 
recalcitrant. 


*(6.18.) Mr. ERNEST GRAY (West 
Ham, N.) was sorry the Prime Minister 
had accepted the Amendment at this 
particular stage. He understood that the 
Amendment the right hon. Gentleman 
himself placed on the Paper would be 
applicable to sub-Sections (1), (1), (7), and 
(/), and, in his judgment, it would be far 
more desirable in connection with (/), (¢), 
and (/) than(a). It was almost impossible 
to conjure up any direction with regard 
to secular instruction which the local 
managers would be disposed to resist, but 
there might easily arise considerable 
dispute on the other sub-Section.. The 
intention of the Prime Minister obviously 
was that the Amendment should be 
applicable to the whole of the Clause, 
and he could not understand why the 
right hon. Gentleman had departed from 
that intention. Were they to have a 
repetition of this Amendment on sub- 
Section (/) and another on (r)? It was 
surely not possible that the words now 
being inserted would refer to that which 
had already been adopted, and to the 
sub-Sections that followed. The Amend- 
ment ought to remain as the Prime 
Minister himself had placed it on the 
Paper, and be applicable to the whole 
Clause. He agreed there ought to be some 
remedy less drastic than the entire with. 
drawal of funds from the school. Sucha 
withdrawal would mean the destruction 
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ot the denominational school, and the 
substitution of another at the expense of 
the ratepayers. He, and apparently both 
sides. desired to avoid that, and to find 


some means by which managers who | 


would not carry out the instructions 
could be brought to book. and the school 
continued without incurring the expense 
of providing another. He was driven 
irresistibly to the conclusion that the 
recalcitrant managers must be replaced 
by others, and of the two Amendments 
he certainly preferred the one which en- 
abled the authority to bring into exist ence 
another body of managers. If there 
arose a difficulty so serious as to justify 
the local authority in stepping in and 
doing the work itself, what chance was 
there of amicable relations being estab- 
lished between the two bodies? There 
would, no doubt, be a long series of 
irritations, until finally the obdurate 
managers revolted and refused to carry 
out the directions. There was the rigitt 
to go to the Board of Education, but that 
meant the withdrawal of the grant, and 
something less than that was wanted. If 
the managers revolted, how could the 
school be carried on by sending down an 
officer, or by giving an order from a 
central department ! His impression was 
that disputes were more likely to arise 
in connection with the appointment or 
dismissal of the teacher or some structural 
alteration of the building than in regard 
to anything else under the Bill. What 
board of managers would care sufficiently 
whether history or grammar was taken 
in the school to deny the right of the 
local authority to intervene ? The control 
of secular instruction was regulated 
already by the Board of Education. The 
local authority would not depart to any 
considerable extent from the Day School 
Code, and what departure was made 
would be immediately accepted by the 
managers. But suppose friction arose in 
regard to some other sub-Section. The 
local authority, by the exercise of the 
power which it possessed, might secure 
the admission to the school of a person 
the managers were indisposed to retain. 
If they dismissed him there might be 
another appointment and another dis- 
missal, or the person dismissed might be 
re-appointed, or a person of the same 
character appointed. There would be a 


long series of disputes until the local 
authority declined to stand it any longer 
Mr. Ernest Gray. 
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and said, “ We must take over the control 
ourselves.” It was not difficult to imagine 
. fo] 
such conflicts. The Board of Education 
had already had them with School Boards : 
there had been correspondence extending 
over years, threatening letters, induce- 
ments, Visits of inspectors, and ultimately 
a resort to the law. The Board of Eduea- 
tion in such a case did not send down an 
official to administer education in the 
district; it called upon the locality 
to form another School Board. One fiye- 
member board would be replaced by 
another five-member board, and in the 
event of another default, the existing law 
empowered the Board of Education to 
send down five clerks from Whitehall to 
entrust them with the duty of administer- 
ing education in the area, and charge 
their expenses on the rates of the district. 
That was a very effective way of carrying 
out the decisions ot the Board. He failed 
to see how, if the recalcitrant managers 
were to be retained, there was any chance 
of a satisfactory working. The managers 
might possibly be acting altogether con- 
trary to the opinion of the great majority 
of the people in the district. Why should 
not the old subscribers or members of 
the Church with which the school was 
associated have the chance of substituting 
four other managers for those who would 
not carry out the instructions given them! 
Why should not the local authority have 
the chance of re-electing its own par- 
ticular two if they were not among the 
offenders? The refusal to carry out 
the instruction would be a refusal ot the 
majority ; there might be a minority 
ready, willing, and anxious to comply. 
That minority might be retained in 
office, as was done under the existing 
law, but the majority who refused to 
carry out the instructions of the local 
authority should be cast aside and others 
put in their place. The present Amend- 
ment did not set up any machinery 
to enable that work to be carried out. 
It would leave the school suspended 
somehow, but he did not quite see 
under whose control. Personally, he 
would rather make it a provided school 
at once and for ever than allow the 
friction to go on, because if a school 


was to succeed it must have the 
sympathy and support of the sur- 
rounding people. Continued  triction 


alienated that sympathy and support, 
disturbed the progress of education in 
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the school, and was a source of unalloyed 


evil. Let it be a provided school or a 


denominational school—one or the other 


but let it be in a state of efficiency 
and not in a state of divided control, 
constant dispute, irritation and annoy- 
ance, in which, according to his judg- 
ment, this Amendment would leave it. 


(6.30.) Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said there 
was Only one sentence in the remarks 
of hishon. friend with which he cordially 
agreed, and that was the sentence in 
which he said that in all probability 
there would be ‘no disputes on this sub- 
ject between the local authorities and 
the managers, and that the powers given 
by the Amendment, or by the Amend- 
ment of the Government, would hardly 
ever require to be exercised. But he 
did not agree with the hon. Member in 
most of the observations he had made. 
In the first place, he thought he was 
wrong in saying that the Amendment 
ought to apply to (a), (4), (¢), and (/). 
He could not understand how his hon. 
friend could think that it was in consonance 
with the framework of the Bill that they 
should give the education authority the 
entire management of the schools, for that 
would absolutely destroy the Bill. They 
could never assent to the appointment by 
the education autherity of the great 
body of the managers of denominational 
That was a proposal which 
was totally unnecessary. His hon. friend 
asked —How on earth could they continue 
to work a school in which the general 
hody of the managers were constantly 
setting themselves up against the control 
of the education authorities, and in which 
the education authority had to send some- 
one down to see that’ their orders were 
carried out over the heads of the 
managers ! He entirely agreed that if 
there was to be perpetual quarrelling 
letween the Board of Education and the 
managers, there was one course which 
could be taken, and that was to refuse 
to maintain the provided schools and 
substitute others. That was the proper 
thing, and that was the remedy under 
the Bill. In aecordance with the pledge 
he had given, the Amendment which he 
proposed to move upon this point was a 
less drastie measure, ana it would pro- 
vide machinery by which an ofticer—it 
might be a member of the managing 


schools. 


body or somebody else—should be sent | 
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down who would, in the case of a par- 
ticular decision, override the managers 
and deal with the situation without 
destroying the denominational character 
of the school, or upsetting it as a_per- 
manent element in the education of the 
district. If that was not enough, and if 
the managers were going to set them- 
selves up to perpetually thwart the 
education authority, he quite agreed 
that the proper course for the educa- 
tion authority to pursue was to abolish 
that voluntary school altogether and 
substitute for it a provided school. That 
was the plan of the Government, and he 
thought it was a proper plan. He aceord- 
ingly begged to move to amend the 
Amendment after the word “ shall” by 
inserting the words “ in addition to their 
other powers have power themselves to 
carry out the direction in question as if 
they were the managers.” 


Amendment proposed to the proposed 
Amendment— 

«To leave out all the words after the word 
‘shall’ and insert the words ‘in addition to 
their other powers have the power themselves 
to carry out the direction in question as if they 
were the managers.’ ”"—(.Wr. Al. J. Balfour.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
proposed Amendment.” 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said that prob- 
ably there would be very few disputes 
with regard to secular instruction, but he 
thought it would be an advantage to get 
some definite machinery in the Bill which 
could be put into operation in order to 
prevent disputes, He was glad that his 
hon. friend had moved the Amendment, 
beeause it raised distinctly the issue 
between him and the proposal of the 
Government. He agreed with the Prime 
Minister that there would be few disputes 
with regard to secular instruction, but he 
thought there would be all the fewer if 
the managers understood what would 
happen. He wished to point out the 
danger of the course which the right hon. 


Gentleman was taking. The Prime 
Minister said that if the Managers 


declined to carry out the provisions of 
the Bill they could then convert the 
school into a provided school. That 
would be very unfair to the locality and 
to the denomination itself. What would 
happen if his hon. friend’s Amendment 
were carried? The ultimate result would 
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be the provided school, because if 
managers were appointed by the county 


Education 


authority they could say: “We will 
withdraw our school.” The managers 


would take away their school, and then 
the locality would have to face the 
contingency of providing another school. 
Suppose the county authority appointed 
managers in sympathy with the denom- 
ination, as they probably would do? 
They would not appoint managers who 
were opposed to the teaching of the 
denomination, because they knew that 
the only result of that course would be 
that the denominational managers would 
take the school away and cast upon the 
parish the burden of building another 
school. ‘Therefore they would endeavour 
to preserve the denominational character 
of the school by appointing men of that 
denomination as managers. All they 
asked from the Prime Minister was that 
he should not insist upon the extreme 
penalty of the law, as there would be no 
danger to the denominational character of 
the school because the managers had got 
the whip hand. Once they made it a 
provided school, it could never become a 
denominational school afterwards, and the 
denomination would suffer to that extent. 
The parish would suffer because it would 
impose an additional burden upon it. 
This was not an Amendment unfair to 
the denomination, but it was an inter- 
mediate course between the extreme 
sanction and the one which was provided 
in the Bill. He was very glad to hear 
the case of the defaulting School Board 
referred to. The provision proposed 
now was contained in the Act of 1870, 
and all they suggested now was that the 
power which the Education Department 
had of dealing with defaulting School 
Boards by superseding them should be 
given to the local authority with regard 
to dealing with recalcitrant managers. 
Why should any privilege be extended to 
these managers if they declined to do 
their duties? All they asked for was 
that the law provided for defaulting 
School Boards should be — equally 
applied to defaulting managers. The 
Prime Minister said that the denomi- 
national character of the 
not preserved by this 


schools Was 
Amendment. 


The National Society trust deed provided 

that the religious instruction to be given 

in the schools, and the entire control and 

of that instruction, should 

be vested in the minister for the time 
Mr. L loyd Ci orge. 


managemen 
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being, or in his absence in the officiating 
minister. There was nothing in the Act 
which divested the officiating minister of 
the control of religious instruction. He 
wished to know whether the Prime 
Minister proposed to amend the Bill, so 
as to give the control of religious in- 
struction t» the whole of the managers, 
and not merely to the officiating minister 
in the parish. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he believed 
that was in the Bill now. In his view, 
the managers were to deal with all sub- 
jects, and it was for that reason that the 
Government had felt it necessary to have 
the denominational managers. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE | said that 
while reserving his individual opinion as 
to the interpretation of the Act, he would 
accept the Prime Minister’s statement 
that he intended religious instruction to 
be in the hands of the whole of the 
managers of the denominational schools, 
anything in the trust deed to the 
contrary notwithstanding. He was 
very glad of that statement. If the 
Prime Minister insisted that the only 
method of dealing with defaulting man- 
agers was to set up a provided school, 
what would happen in the interim! 
The provision ot a school took eighteen 
months or two years. The sanction of 
the Education Department had to be 
obtained, plans had to be prepared and 
approved, and the building had to be 
erected. He would ask the Attorney 
General, or the Prime Minister, to say 
what would happen in the interval. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: What happens 


now ? 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said he thought 
this Bill was to improve the present 
system. 


Sir. JOHN GORST: Use temporary 
buildings. 
Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said several 


applications were made to the right hon. 
Gentleman when he was at the Education 
Board. but it was not easy to obtain 
sanction to use temporary buildings. 
His hon. friend’s Amendment met the 
difficulty, because new managers would be 
put in and the school would be under 
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managers provided by the county author- 
ity, and, if necessary, at the end of 
eighteen months a new school could be 
set up. 


Me. HENRY HOBHOUSE (Somerset- 
shire, E.) said there was no doubt that anon- 
provided school had great advantages over 
a provided school, but a remedy had _ to 
be found if the managers obstinately 
declined to carry out the directions of the 
local authority. Hon. Members opposite 
evidently considered that to turn a non 
provided school into a provided school 
was an evil to be avoided if possible. 
\Cries of ** No.” | He did not consider that 
there was much need for any other remedy 
than the power of the purse, which would 
bring the most obstinate managers to their 
senses. He saw no objection to the 
remedy proposed by his right hon. friend, 
because of the managers declined to 
establish the curriculum desired by the 
education authority they could send down 
an inspector, who would tell the teachers 
that the curriculum was to be carried out 
whatever the view of the managers might 
be. He saw no difficulty in that, and no 
objection as regarded principle. He 
thought the Committee should accept the 
proposal of the First Lord, beeause it 
might be desirable to have a weapon to 
hold tn terrorem over the managers which 
would not produce the evil that Members 
on both sides wished to avoid—namely, 
of turning a denominational school into a 
pros ided school. 


Dr. MACNAMARA said he under- 
stood that if the managers failed to carry 
out the directions of the local authority, 
that authority would then have the right 
tocome in and carry out the directions 
themselves. The hon. Member for East 
Somerset said that was a perfectly work- 
able plan. He thought it was hopelessly 
impossible. The managers might be 
bitterly opposed to something the local 
authority desired to do. It the local 
authority came in from the county centre 
and executed the order over their heads 
they would still be bitterly opposed to it, 
but they would still go on in the capacity 
of managers. He could not imagine any- 
thing that would lead to more squabbling 
and quarrelling in the conduct of the 
schools. His hon friend's Amendment 
was far more practicable, because it 
swept the managers right away. If the 
managers did not obey the reasonable 
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direction of the education authority, with 
a reasonable right of appeal, he would 
give the education authority power to: 
sweep the school away and to establish a 
provided school. He thought that was. 
what it would have to come to, and he 
was not afraid of the cost. 
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Sin WILLIAM HARCOURT said that 
if anew and distinct school were provided 
where the managers of an existing school 
refused to obey the directions of the local 
authority, it must be a school provided 
at the eost of the ratepayers. It seemed 
to him that under this new scheme the 
trustees of the school came under a 
statutory obligation to obey the instrue- 
tions of the education authority, and if 
they persisted in refusing to conform to 
that obligation why should they not declare 
that the existing school was a_ provided 
school? That could be done without anv 
cost atall. In former days they were deal- 
ing with a private school, and the trustees 
were told that if they made default a 
public school would be established. Now 
these people would be under public obliga- 
tions, ana thereforethe education authority 
were entitled to say that if the managers 
of the school committed a breach of 
those obligations they would forfeit their 
rights, and the school would be treated as 
a provided school. If they did that they 
would have a remedy which would be 
certain to work. 


(7.0) Mr. SPEAR (Devonshire, Tavyi- 
stock) heartily supported the Amendment 
of the Prime Minister, because while he 
yieldedto no oneindesiringto bejust tothe 
voluntary schools he declined altogether 
to protect them in the case of their being 
recalcitrant. He believed that the Bill 
provided for a reasonable arrangement, 
and for conciliatory action between 
the local authority and the voluntary 
school managers. He was unable to sup- 
port the suggestion about withdrawing 
trom the local autnority the power 
of declaring the school that of the local 
authority in the event of the managers 


proving recalcitrant. He was. sur- 
prised at the argument used by the 


ion. Member for Carnarvon, who seemed 
to regard with great apprehension the 
onus that would be thrown upon a locality 
by the suspension of recalcitrant managers 
of the voluntary schoo!s. That surprised 
him, because he understood the hon. 
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Gentleman was the supporter of a system 
which would have cost the ratepayers of 
England fifty millions to suppress the 
voluntary schools. He trusted the Prime 
Minister would stick to his Amendment. 
He had every confidence that the local 
education authority and the managers 
would work amicably together, but it 
was due to the local authority that where 
the managers were not amenable to 
reasonable orders, the latter should be 
superseded. 


Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax) said that the 
proposed Amendment seemed to cover the 
case ofa single act of default on the part of 
the managers. It appeared to him to be 
unreasonable to remove managers for a 
single default. The Amendment, however, 
did not deal with continuous default 
on the part of the managers, and he 
wished to make a suggestion to the 
Prime Minister which would enable them 
to come to an agreement. It was to 
add after the word “school,” ‘“ and if 
these continue in such default, the 
education authority should have the 
power to appoint new managers.” These 
words would apply to continuous 
defiance and default, but they also 
meant that the whole of the managers 
need not necessarily be removed ; only 
those who continuously refused to carry 
out the directions of the local authority. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he again 
repeated that he did not think the 
appointment of other managers was a 
remedy consistent with the particular 
character of the denominational schools. 
It might be a very appropriate system 
when they were dealing with board 
schools, but it was not really appropriate 
to voluntary schools. He could see that 
the suggestion was made in the interests 
of harmony, but he could not quite 
agree with it. The hon. Gentleman 
seemed to think that the Government 
plan would not deal withsome continuous 
desire on the part of the managers to 
thwart the education authority. He 
did not think that that was so. Suppos- 
ing that the managers refused to teach 
anatomy, that the education authority 
sent down a man, and that the order 
was given to a particular schoolmaster 
that anatomy should be taught in such 
and such hours, on such and such days 
of the week. Of course, that order stood, 


Mr. Spear. 
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and if the teacher refused to carry it 
out, he would at once be suspended by 
the education authority. He ventured 
to make an appeal to the Committee to 
bring to a conclusion the discussion of 
this Amendment, which had been 
thoroughly thrashed out. There was no 
fundamental division between the two 
sides ot the House as to the object, 
although he regretted that there was a 
difference as to the means. 


Mr. M‘KENNA said that the object 
of the First Lord of the Treasury appeared 
to be confined to the point that the 
local managers to be appointed might 
alter the character of the schools. But 
the trust deeds under which these 
managers were appointed were not 
altered by this Bill. Any managers to be 
appointed by the local authority would 
on!y be appointed under the provisions 
of the trust deed. There could not be a 
doubt on that point. Bearing that in 
mind, he thought that the Amendment 
of his hon. friend was superior to that of 
the right hon. Gentleman. 


Mr. CORRIE GRANT said that they 
were all agreed with what had been said 
by the First Lord up to a certain point. 
The hon. Member for Somerset said that 
the power of the purse was sutfticient ; 
but the exercise of the power of the 
purse meant the closing of the schools, 
and that was what they were trying to 
prevent. He suggested to the First Lord 
that his Amendment only covered one 
set of circumstances, while they wanted 
to covertwo. The local authority should 
have the option to call on the electors 
of the foundation managers to elect new 
managers, and if they refused, then to 
goon to elect some other managers t hem- 
selves. The other power of which the hon. 
Member for Somerset spoke might after- 
wards be brought into action. 


*Mr. ERNEST GRAY said that he 
wanted to repudiate the interpretation 
which the Prime Minister had put on 
his former remarks. He did not suggest 
that the Committee for the voluntary 
schools should be appointed outside the 
terms of the trust-deed, but that the 
Committee should be replaced by tour 
others representing the denominational 
element. 





e 


681 


(7. 
prope 
pre yp 


Allan 
Allen. 
Ashte 
Asqui 
Barlo 
sayle 
Beaut 
Black 
Bolto: 
Brige 
Broad 
brow! 
bryce 
Burns 
Burt, 
Buxte 
Caine 
Caldv 
Camp 
Caust 
Cawle 
Craig, 
Creme 
Crom! 
Davie 
Davie 
Dewa 
Dilke. 
Dune: 
Dunn 
Edwa 
Ellis, 
Emm 
Evans 
Farqu 
Fenwi 
Fitzm 
Foster 
Fowle 
Fuller 
Glads' 
(rodde 
(rant 
iiray, 


Agney 
Aird, 
Ausou 
Arkwi 
Arno] 
Atkin 
Bagot 
Bailey 
Bain, 
Bawd, 
Balea 
Baldw 
Balfour 
Bal fc nt 
Balfor 
Banbu 
Burry. 
Bart le 
Bathu 
Becke 





ct 
od 
he 
ht 


he 





Education 


6x1 


(7.12.) Question put, 


proposed Amendment.’ 


Allan, Sir William (Gateshead 
Allen. CharlesP.(Gloue., Stroud 
Ashton, ‘Thomas Gair 

Asquith, RtHon Herbert Henry 
Barlow, John Emmott 

Bayley. T homas (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, W entworth Cc. B. 
Black, Alexander William 
,olton, Thomas Dolling 

brigy, Joha 

Broadhurst, Henry 

brown, George M. (Edinburgh) 
Bryee, Rt. Hon. James 

Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Craig, Robert Hunter 

Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. | 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dunean, J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir Williem 

Edwards, Frank 

Ellis, John Edward 
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Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fenwick, Charles 
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Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Fuller, J. M. F. 
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Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Aird, Sir John 

Auson, Sir William Reynell 
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Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy | 
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Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Bard, John George Alexander 
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Griffith, 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
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| Carew, 
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| Carvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton 
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Hareourt. Rt. Hon. Sic William 
Harmsworth. R. Leicester 
Hayne, Rt. Hn. Charles Seale- 
Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
Heath, ArthurHoward(Hanley 
Helme, Norval Watson 


; Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 


Hobhouse, C. E. H. (Bristol, E.) 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Hope, Jolin Deans (Fife, West) 
Horniman, Frederick John 
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Jones, William(C’rnarvonshire 
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Langley, Batty 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
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| Leng, Sir John 


Levy, Maurice 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 


| Lough, Thomas 
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Dr. Thomas J. 
M‘ Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Crae, George 
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Bignold, Arthur 
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Bill, Coarles 


Boscawen, 


Arthur Griffith- | 
Soulnois, 


Edmund | 


| Bowles, T. Gibson, King’s Lynn | 


Hon. St. John 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Brown, AlexanderH. (Shropsh. 
Brymer, William Ernest 
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Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 
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Price, Robert John 
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Rigg, Richard 
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Shaw, Charles Edw. (Statford) 
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Thomas,Sir A. (Glamorgan, E. 
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Walton,JohnLawson(Leeds,S. 
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M‘Kenna and Mr. Alfred 
Hutton. 
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(S‘thampton 
Chapman, Edward 
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Cust, Henry John C. 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
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Fine h, Ge ore H. 
Finlay Sir Robert Bannatyne 
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P.tzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
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Gordon, Maj Evans-(T’ rH’ mits 
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Groves, James Grimble 
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Hain, Edward 
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Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
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Henderson, Sir Alexander 
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(7.23.) Mr. A 


place, and Poa to move, 


Question be now put: 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 


Agnew. Sir Andrew Noel 
Aird, Sir John 


. BALFOUR rose in 
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Hozier, Hon.James HenryCecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutton, John (York~. N.R.) 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jetireys, Rt. Hon. ArthurFred. 
Johnstone, Heywood 

Kemp, George 
Kennaway,Rt. Hon. SirJohnH. 
Kennedy, Patrick James 
Kenyon, Hon. Geo. T.( Denbigh 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W. (Salop 
Keswick, William 

Kimber, Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Lam)bton,Hon. Frederick Wim. 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence. Sir Joseph Monm’th 
Lawrence. Wim. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, Jolin Grant 

Lee, ArthurH(Hants.,Fareham 
Lees, Sir Elliott ( Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long.Col. Charles W.( Evesham 
Long, RtHn. Walter ( Bristol,S) 


Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, (. (Camb., Eskdale 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 


Lytteltop, Hon. Altred 
Macartney. RtHn. W G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maelver, David (Live rpool) 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘killop, ‘James (Stirlingshire 
Maleolm, lan 

Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milner, Rt Hon. SirFrederickG, 
Milvain, Thomas 

Montagu. G. (Huntingdon) 
More, Robt, Jasper (Shropshire 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Monnt, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert ter Cc. 
Murray, RtHn. A.Gral’m( Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Newdegate, Francis A. 
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Nicol, Donald Ninian 
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Pemberton, John S$. G. 
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Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis. Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Randles, John S. 
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Question put, 
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Ratcliff, R. F. 
Oy Sir William Henry 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
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Renwick, George 
Richards, Henry Charles 
Ridley, Hon.M. Ww (Stalybridge 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson. 
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Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
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Sharpe, William Edward T. 
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Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 
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Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 
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Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M, 
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Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent,Col.SirCEH (Shettield 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walrond, RtHn.SirWilliam H. 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Webb. Colonel William Ge orge 
Welby, i. -Col. A.C .E( Taunt n 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, A.Stanley( York, E.R.) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. ( Yorks.) 
Wortley,Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomzs 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
Younger, William 


TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 
Sir Alexander <Acland- 


Hood and Mr. Anstruther. 
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Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
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Bagot, ae Jose ‘line FitzRoy 
Baile y. James (Walworth) 
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Baldwin, Alfred 
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Blundell, Colonel Henry 
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Chapman, Edward 
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Carew, 


Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cubitt. Hon, Henry 
Cust, Henry John C. 


Dalry mple, Sir ‘harles 

Davies. Sir HoratieD (Chatham 
Diekson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Disraeli, C oningsby Ralph 
Dixon-Hartland,SirFred Dixon 
Dorington, Rt. Hon. Sir John E. 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxtord, Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
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Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
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Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
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Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald,Sir Robert Penrose- 
Fitzroy, Hou. Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
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Hardy, Laurence( Kent, Ashfrd 
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Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Lege, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh- Bennett, Henry Currie 
L lewellyn, Evan Henry 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
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Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Sackville, Col. G. S. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Harry 8S. (Limehouse) 
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Stevenson, Francis S. 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Thomas, David Alfred (Merthyr 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, EF. 
Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Wallace, Robert 

Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene 

Weir, James Galloway 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 

| Whiteley, Georve (York, W.R. 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, O-mond (Merioneth) 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R. 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
W oodhouse,SirJ [( Huaddersti'd 
| Yoxall, James Henry 

| 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. Corrie Grant and 
Mr. Moss. 


(Juestion put accordingly, and agreed) the purpose of discussing a definite 


to. 


Words, as amended, inserted. 


It being after half-past 
clock, the Chairman left the Chair to 
make his Report to the House. 


matter of urgent public importance— 
viz., ‘the riotous proceedings on Sunday 
last at the Custom House steps in Belfast, 


and the neglect and refusal of the Govern- 


Seven of| ment to take 
jing of such 


| Motion he di 


property in that city.” 


steps to prohibit the hold- 

meetings on Government 
In making this 
sclaimed any desire to dis- 


Committee report Progress; to sit| play religious bigotry or Party feeling. 
| He could claim tor the Party to which 


again this evening. 


EVENING SITTING. 


DISTURBANCE ON 
JOURNMENT. 


(9.0.) Mr. DEVLIN (Kilkenny, N.) 
moved the adjournment of the House for 


BELFAST CUSTOM 
HOUSE STEPS—MOTION 


were guided 
to allay relig 
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he had the honour to belong that they 


and inspired by the desire 
ious passions, and in taking 


the action he did that night he was 


ely by a desire for the peace 


and good government of Belfast. On 
Sunday last a scene of indescribable dis- 
order and tumult took place on the 
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Custom House steps in Belfast. That 
House had heardof the Custom House 
steps before. It was the arena in which 
the bigots and supporters of the present 
Government were engaged on Sunday 
aiter Sunday in using the most ribald and 
blasphemous language, not only about 
the Catholics and the Catholic Church, 
but against that portion of the Protes- 
tant Church whose ritual did not suit 
their wsthetic tastes. He might mention 
tothe House that the Protestant Associa- 
tion of Belfast had been broken up into 
two parties—the Sloanites and_ the 
Trewites. The Sloanites were repre- 
sented by the hon. Member for South 
Belfast, and the Trewites would later on 
be represented in that House, when Mr. 
Trew took the place of the hon. Member 
for North Belfast There were two 
leaders in the camp. ‘There was the 
hon. Member for South Belfast, and 
there was Mr. A. Trew, and the latter 
gentleman thought he was entitled to 
occupy the place now occupied by the 
hon. Member for South Belfast. The 
hon. Member for South Belfast, taking 
advantage of Mr. Trew’s absence in one 
ot His Majesty’s prisons, entered into the 
arena, and, in the words of the right 
hon. Member for North Armagh, 
“climbed on the back of Mr. Trew into 
Parliament and then kicked Mr. Trew 
from under him.” The be-all and end- 
all of the purposes for which the 
organisation was carried on to the detri- 
ment of the public order and peace of the 
city was the collection. That was at the 
bottom of the blasphemy and the ribaldry, 
and again quoting the hon. Member for 
North Armagh, “ the louder the language 
and the more vituperative the oratory 
the larger the collections would be.” The 
Chief Secretary, instead of expressing his 
willingness to take steps to put an end to 
the scenes of disorder, had in an airy and 
jaunty manner said the ordinary procedure 
was adopted, and declined to assent to 
the railing in of the steps, so that such 
meetings should be no longer permissible. 
The Rev. Mr. Peoples, a Protestant 
clergyman, settled at Ballymacarrett and 
exercised his legitimate religious functions 
there, but that did not please the gentle- 
men who met at Customs House steps : 
and inspired by the orations of Mr. 
Trew and Mr. Sloan, at the close of the 
demonstration the audience filled them- 
selves with drink at the nearest public 
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house, and marched to Mr. Peoples 
church, broke his windows, and locked 
him up in his church for nearly three 
hours. A mob of 5,000 followed him 
to his lodgings and kept him there two 
days. The result of it all was Mr. 
Peoples, who had been engaged in doing 
good work among the poor of Ballyma- 
carrett, was compelled to leave Belfast, 
and was now engaged in missionary 
work in England. He invited the Chief 
Secretary the next time he attended a 
Unionist banquet in Belfast to visit 
Mr. Peoples’ church, where every pane 
of glass was broken, and which remained 
standing as a monument of the love of 
civil and religious liberty. Mr. Trew, 
who had been twelve months in jail for 
inciting to religious riot, actually stated 
that during the week he would apply to 
the Commissioner of police, and the next 
week he would have a force of men there 
to keep order. Evidently this gentleman 
believed that he could get this assistance, 
because the Government granted him the 
Customs House steps as a platform from 
which every Sunday to rouse the passions 
of a most degraded portion of the 
community, and turn Belfast into a 
hear-garden. This pillar of the Unionist 
Party in Ireland, on a recent Sunday, 
said that if he had the chance he would 
make sausages of the Lord Chief Baron if 
he would come to the Custom House steps. 
The right hon. Gentleman should be 
frank and tell the House that South 
Belfast had frightened him. The hon. 
Member for South Belfast had been re- 
turned against the official candidate of 
the Tory Party. He threatened that 
after the next general election he would 
come back with three other Members to 
support him ; and instead of a Member 
of the philosophic calm and great experi- 
ence of the right hon Gentleman the 
Member for West Belfast, the hon. 
Member would bring back one of the 
gentlemen who had added so many choice 
phrases to their political vocabulary. 
That was why the right hon. Gentleman 
was afraid. An honest, courageous Chief 
Secretary would say, “Let justice be 
done, though the heavens fall.” A man 
who was not afraid of the rowdyism and 
the organised power of the forces which 
returned the hon. Member for South 
Belfast would say, “ Well, if the Irish 
Members are being hunted throughout 
the land, if they are being driven out of 
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their own court-houses, we will at least 
keep up a semblance of impartiality.” 
It used to be said that there were two 
Irelands—one the Ireland of the South 
and West, the other the Ireland of the 
North. Now there were three Irelands 
in the North—the Trewites, the Sloanites, 
and the Saundersonites. He trusted it 
would be an edifying spectacle to see the 
right hon. and gallant Gentleman the 
Member for North Armagh listening to 
the speeches of the hon. Member for 
South Belfast. He was not surprised 
that the rght hon. Gentleman the 
Chief Secretary ran away from the Bel- 
ast Protestant Association. He was not 
aware whether the right hon. Gentleman 
had ever received a military training ; he 
knew that the right hon. and gallant 
Gentleman the Member for North 
Armagh had. The right hon. and 
gallant Gentleman came to Belfast to 
take part in the South Belfast election, 
but he could not get a platform on 
which to open his mouth—not even the 
Customs House steps. ‘The right hon. 
and gallant Gentleman stated he would 
resign the Orange organisation if the 
hon. Member for South Belfast were 
returned. The right hon. and gallant 
Gentleman held very strong views on the 
war, but he did not go to the war. He 
had very strong views on the South 
Belfast election; he went there, and the 
attitude of the right hon. Gentleman 
reminded him of lines he had read— 
** The colonel a gallant fighter was, 

In battle most delighting, 

He fled full soon on the Ist o° June, 

And bade the rest keep fighting.” 
The fight was fought out, and the hon. 
Member for South Belfast now sat in the 
House of Commons; there was no rail- 
ing round the Custom House steps; the 
scenes of turbulence and disorder which 
had disgraced Belfast for three years 
went on; additional factions were fight- 
ing out the battle, and disturbing the 
public weal of the city, and all 
because the wary Gentleman on the 
Treasury Bench thought it unwise 
to finally break away from the rowdies 
and organised blasphemers who had been 
the principal factors in maintaining the 
policy of ascendency in Ireland for 
centuries, 


Mr. OSHEE (Waterford, W.) formally 
seconded the Motion. ‘ 


Mr. Devlin. 
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Motion made and Question proposed, 
“That this House do now adjonrn.” — 
CV/r. Devlin.) 


*(9.35.) Mr. SLOAN (Belfast 8.) said 
he had very seldom enjoyed himself so 
much as he had during the last half hour, 
If the hon. Gentleman was speaking on 
what he called an urgent matter of public 
importance, he himself must be of great 
importance in the hon. Gentleman's 
estimation, because he had not touched a 
little bit of the subject on which he 
moved the adjournment of the House, 
namely, the riot which was supposed to 
have taken place in Belfast last Sunday. 
The hon. Gentleman’s speech was all 
about Sloanites, Trewities, and collections, 
3ut the hon. Gentleman forgot that lhe 
was sailing in thet boat a great many 
years longer than he was; and the hon. 
Gentleman had yet to prove that he (Mr. 
Sloan) was sailing in that boat now. The 
hon. Gentleman made some scurrilous 
remarks about the right hon. and gallant 
Gentleman the Member for North Armagh, 
and his attitude in regard to the recent 
contest in South Belfast. He thought that 
when the hon. Gentleman ‘did. start his 
harangue he might at least have contine: 
himself to the particular matter on which 
he had moved the adjournment ; but like 
his confederate the hon. Member for 
South Down, when they happened to see 
the Member for South Belfast out of the 
House last night, they took the same 
opportunity to stab him in the 
back. Conduct like that was becoming 
from Membersonthe Nationalist Benches. 
The demand was that the Government 
should rail in the Customs House steps. 
He had been in the habit of going to 
the Customs House steps for a good 
number of years, but he had seen more 
disorderliness and rowdyism in the 
House of Commons during the past week 
than he had ever seen on the Customs 
House steps. There was an old adage 
‘ Begin at Jerusalem.” He would suggest 
to the Government, if they were to 
begin at all, it would be to the credit of 
the House and to the safety of Mem- 
bers of the Government that they should 
commence by railing in the Nationalist 
Benches. If that had been done the 
probability was that Mr. O'Donnell 
would not have been suspended. The 
Member for South Mayo was, however, 
of very little importance. He wanted 
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to repudiate some of the magnificent 
charges made by his hon. friend. He 
had referred to two leaders. He had 
not told the House that he was one of 
them. He referred to a Protestant 
clergyman repudiating the proceedings 
at the Custom House steps. He did 
not tell the House that the same Pro- 
testant clergyman repudiated the notori- 
ous League with which he had the great 
honour of identifying himself as the 
United Irish League. He also suggested 
that the Government should put a stop 
to the language which was _ not 
pleasant to him, and_ undoubtedly 
not acceptable to those who followed 
him. He did not associate himself with 
any particular language which had been 
used at the Custom House steps. He 
had quite enough to do to be responsible 
for what his own tongue said. He would 
like, however, to point out that there had 
never been any of the individuals who 
had figured as speakers on the platform 
at the Custom House steps sent to gaol 
for boyeotting or intimidation, for the 
simple reason that all loyal subjects of 
His Majesty King Edward VII. did not 
believe in that sort of work. They left 
hoyeotting to those who were better able 
todo it, because at the present time, in 
theestimation of the Nationalist Members, 
it was the popular thing to go to gaol. 
It always had the tendency to keep the 
pot boiling for them, for if the excitement 
and rowdyism were abated in the House, 
and there were not a few suspensions 
during the session, the funds that they 
looked after would be very small at the 
end of the year. But they knew how 
their funds came, and they knew when 
funds were required, and they came into 
the House for-——. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
is developing an argument which is not 
relevant to the Motion. 


*Mr. SLOAN said there had been so 
much talk about collections, so he thought 
he would have been in order in referring 
to those of hon. Members. He would 
have considered it would have been a 
matter of public importance if the hon. 
Gentleman had brought up the case of 
the late John Kensit. They would then 
have been identifying themselves with 
popular feeling, and would be working 
impartially in the interests of humanity 
and trying to get equal justice all 
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round, independent of creed or doctrine. 
He had no hesitation in saying, so 
far as the Custom House steps were con- 
cerned, that if the hon. Member the first 
time he was in Belfast would take a 
walk round to the place he had invited 
the Chief Secretary to. 


Mr. DEVLIN: 


you there— 


I was there and saw 


*Mr. SLOAN said then it was a wonder 
there was not a riot. If the same spirit 
animated the hon. Member there which 
animated him in this House undoubtedly 
there would have been. However, 
he just wanted to say on his own behalf 
that so far as he was personally concerned 
he had no hesitation in saying that the 
question now before the House was 
meant to be an attack upon the 
Member who had been returned for 
South Belfast. [An Hon. MemBer : “ We 
are glad to see you here.”| He thought 
they might be glad to see him out before 
he went. He repeated that it was quite 
evident that the attack had been on the 
Member for South Belfast. [{Hon. 
Mempers: “No, no.”] Well, he repeated 
that statement, and if it were imagined 
that any such attack made upon him there 
wouldinany way debar him from doing his 
duty as a loyal subject and a Protestant, 
those concerned in such an attack were 
labouring under a great mistake. The 
coupling of his name with others in the 
use of language which he deplored as 
much as any man was not only an 
injustice to him, but was ungentlemanly 
on the part of those who made the 


charges. He trusted that while he 
was in the House he should at 
least have an honourable opponent, 


and would have to listen no more to 
such scurrilous harangues as_ the 
one they had heard that night. 
There had been a reference to a Mr. 
Flanagan, whom it was alleged the Irish 
Chief Secretary was responsible for sending 
to anasylum. Well, if the Irish National. 
ists did not pursue a different course 
from what he had seen in the House of 
Commons during the past week, it seemed 
to him that the Irish Chief Secretar vy would 
have to build themanasylum. He: advised 
the hon. Gentlemen on the Irish Benches 
tu try and keep cool since they had had 
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their say. The hon. Member had de- 
livered an amusing harangue. The per- 
formance of the gentleman who were sent 
from the South and West of Ireland { Hon. 
Members: “ And the North.”| were un- 
doubtedly an amusing “ paragraph” in 
the scenes of Parliamentary debate, and 
it would be monotonous, and undoubtedly 
almost drive them to wonder why they 
were in this House, if they had not a few 
of the orators belonging to the United 
Irish League to entertain them. The 
rest of the remarks of the hon. Gentle- 
man did not apply to him, and he would 
content himself by treating the rest of 
the harangue with the utmost contempt. 


(9.50.) Tue CHIEF SECRETARY 
ror LRELAND (Mr. Wynpuam, Dover) 
said but for the fact that the Motion was 
one for the Adjournment of the House on 
a definite matter of urgent public impor- 
tance, he should not have thought of in- 
tervening in the debate, which everyone 
had listened to with a considerable amount 
of satisfaction. There was in that House 
a pleasant custom of paying a tribute to 
the first speech an hon. Member made. 
That was often a mere custom; but he 
thought he would be carrying the whole 
House with him when he said that the 
hon. Gentleman to whom they had just 
listened, had earned such a tribute for 
the manly way in which he had made his 
appearance in that House, and for the 
self-restraint which he had shown under 
considerable provocation. But this was 
a Motion for the Adjournment of the 
Hovse. That Motion raised two questions 
—one of fact, and one of policy. The 
question of fact consisted in the allegation 
that there was a riot on the Custom 
House steps at Belfast, last Sunday. 
There was no riot on the Custom 
House steps last Sunday. Some time 
ago an inhabitant of the city of 
Belfast was sent to prison for one 
year upon a charge of criminal con- 
spiracy. When the sentence was over, 
he seemed to think he was thereby 
qualified and designated to represent an 
Irish constituency in that House, but the 


electors of South Belfast took a diferent | 
view, and they returned the hon. Member | 


to whom they had just listened with such 

satisfaction. When some minutes back 

the hon. Member who moved the Motion 

was descanting upon the effect of what he 

called the partiality of the Irish Govern- 

ment, he heard the hon. Member for 
Mr. Sloan. 
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Battersea almost groaning at the iniquities 
of the Irish Government. Was the 
hon. Member aware of the fact that 
Mr. Trew was sent to prison for 
a year for the crime of criminal 
conspiracy, and that none of the 
persons sentenced under the Criminal 
Law and Procedure Act were, or could be, 
sentenced to more than six months? 
[Hon. Members: “ Yes; but he was tried 
by jury.”| The question of fact, then 
consisted in the allegation of riot. What 
happened was that Mr. Trew, who was 
not elected to Parliament, although he 
suffered imprisonment, resented that 
action, and last Sunday some of those 
who agreed with him were upon the 
Custom House steps. He understood 
there was cheering and groaning, but 
there was no hissing; no arrests were 
made by the police; there were no 
threats to disturb the peace and no 
threats as to any person’s liberty or 
business or employment, and the matter 
was one which would have passed un- 
noticed in this House. As to the question 
of policy, ought they to rail in the 
Custom House steps at Beliast? The 
suggestion was that there had been more 
than enough of ‘railing ” there already. 
The view had been advanced that the 
Custom House steps at Belfast ought to 
be railed in because those at Dublin 
were railed in. Well, such little know- 
ledge as he possessed of Ireland had 


,not led him—although he had spent the 


greater part of seven years in that country 
—to think that one of the characteristics 
of the Irish nation was a passion for 
symmetry. It was best to take the 
Custom Houses at Dublin and Belfast 
upon their separate merits. That «t 
Dublin was railed in some years 
ago to prevent refuse and _ pieces 
of paper being leit about the building, 
but there was ample space for meetings 
to be held outside the railings. At Bel- 
fast there were no railings, and he under- 
stood that, in order to vindicate the 
liberty of the subject, and the right of 
public speech, it was considered by hon. 
Gentlemen opposite to be the immediate 
duty of the Irish Government to put 
railings up. Well, the Irish Government 
had no intention of doing anything of 
the kind. His predecessors had stated so 
in 1899, and he stated it in 1901, and 


again the other day, and in order to: 
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settle this matter of urgent and public 
importance he would say he was still 
of the same opinion he expressed two 
days ago, and twice last year. 


*Mr. MACV EAGH(Down,S.) regretted 
the Chief Secretary had adopted a tone 
that was absolutely unworthy of the 
occupant of the office he held. The allega- 
tion made was that not riots but riotous 
conduct had been indulged in, and that 
allegation was borne out by both the 
Orange newspapers of Belfast, whose 
reports of the proceedings were headed, 
* Riotous scenes at the Custom House 
steps.’ The right hon. Gentleman had 
never given more complete proof of the 
fact that he knew very little about Ire- 
land than when he stated that the 
Dublin Custom House steps were railed 
in because waste-paper was thrown upon 
them. A more ridiculous statement was 
never made by a representative man. 
Those steps were railed in because 
political meetings were being held there, 
and repeated protests were made against 
it being done. The hon. Member for 
South belfast, in his entertaining speech, 
had contended that the Motion was in- 
tended as an attack upon him. Nothing 
was further from the thoughts of the 
Nationalist Members. They were de- 
lighted to see the hon. Member elected 
for South Belfast, because they re- 
cognised in him the first real re- 
presentative the Orangemen of Ulster 
had ever had in the House of 
Commons. There were several Ulster 
representatives, some of them posing as 
Orangemen, but the House had never 
had the real article before. He was 
afraid, however, that the hon. Member’s 
constituents would be somewhat disap- 
pointed at the character of their repre- 
sentatives maiden speech, as they had 
really believed that the first time the 
hon. Member got up in the House of 
Commons it would be to impeach the 
Pope, or to submit a Motion ordering all 
the Jesuits in the country to be brought 
to the Bar of the House. He did, how- 
ever, sincerely congratulate Mr. Speaker 
on the speech to which they had just 
listened, because the hon. Member an- 
nounced on the Custom House steps in 
Belfast that if he did not catch the 
Speaker’s eye he would kick upa row, 
that if he did not get what he wanted 
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he would make himself a nuisance, and 
that while he did not want to be dragged 
out of the House of Commons, he would 
be, if necessary. 


*Mr. SLOAN: I was not aware that 
there were so many nuisances in the 
House when I said that. 


*\Mr. SPEAKER: I must remind the 
hon. Member that this is not a Motion 
on which to discuss the representation 
of Belfast. 


Mr. MACVEAGH said the chief 
defence for permitting these meetings to 
continue was that they were of a so- 
called religious character. The best 
evidence as to the soundness of that 
defence would be to read a few ex racts 
from the reiigious sermons delivered 
there from Sunday toSunday. {‘Oh!”} 
teally, hon. Members need not object to 
hearing a sermon. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I would again re- 
mind the hon. Member that this is not 
a general discussion. The Motion refers 
specifically to the riotous proceedings 
alleged to have taken place last Sunday, 
and the failure of the Government to 
prevent them. 


Mr. MACVEAGH presumed he would 
be in order in showing the character of 
the speeches allowed to be delivered on 
Government property ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: That is not the 
subject-matter of the Motion. The hon. 
Member must confine himself to the 
alleged riotous proceedings on Sunday 
last. 


Mr. MACVEAGH said he had no 
desire to transgress the ruling of the 
Chair. At these meetings Catholic 
bishops had been referred to as “ ribald 
hypocrites,” and “business men in the best 
paying business in the world,” and when 
such utterances were allowed the Govern- 
ment were going perilously near to pro- 
voking scenes of riot in Belfast which 
would throw into the shade those oc- 
currences which had previously formed 
the subjects of Royal Commissions of 
Inquiry. If an end were not put to this 
state of affairs, he could only express the 
hope that the Catholics of Belfast would 
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take the matter into their own hands and 
put a stop to the blackguardism that went 
on Sunday after Sunday. The hon. Mem- 
ber proceeded to read an extract from 
one of the speeches delivered. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: That does not refer, 
I understand, to the meeting of last 
Sunday. I have no doubt that the hon. 
Member, if he went back over the last 
ten years, would find an immense amount 
of bad language had been used in Belfast, 
but according to the rules of order he 
must confine himself to last Sunday. 


*Mr. MACVEAGH suggested that the 
police-notetakers, of whom the right hon. 
Gentleman had a large staff, could not be 
hetter employed than in attending at the 
Custom House steps in Belfast, where 
incitements to the assassination of the 
Lord Chief Baron had been delivered. The 
disturbances of the previous Sunday were 
between the Trewites and the Sloanites. 
He did not know what doctrinal or 
theological differences had produced the 
dissension in the Protestant ranks, but, 
according to the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for North Armagh—— 


Mr. WOLFF (Belfast, E.) asked whether 
the hon. Member was in order in the line 
of argument he was pursuing. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member is 
constantly getting away from the alleged 
riotous proceeding of last Sunday, and 
endeavouring to enter into a general dis- 
cussion of the Belfast election and other 
matters. He really must confine himself 
to the matter before the House. 


*Mr. MACVEAGH said the hon. 
Member for East Belfast would be acting 
more courageously if, instead of rising to 
points of order and endeavouring to limit 
the discussion, he would get up and 
frankly identify himself with the blasphemy 
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of these gatherings. He contended that 
the language used on the previous Sunday 
in reference to Catholics was so rev olting 
and provocative as to be absolutely 
dangerous to the peace of the city, 
There were several ways in which the 
Government could put an end to the 
scenes. The first was to rail in the steps. 
What was the meaning of the Chief 
Secretary's declaration that that was in- 
expedient ? Simply that mob law was to 
be allowed to prevail in Belfast as it had 
always prevailed. It was said that the 
mob would tear the railings down. Never 
since the adv ice Do not nail his ears to 
the pump” had a more eloquent exhorta- 
tion been given to pull the railings down 
if they were put up. Another way to 
put an end to the disturbances was to 
stop the collections which were taken every 
Sunday. Scenes of disorder from the same 
cause used to arise in Hyde Park, but the 
First Commissioner of Works had wisely 
prohibited the taking of the collections, 
and the disorder had ceased. That was 
an example the Chief Secretary wou'd 
do well to follow, for he would then find 
that no one would want to preach on the 
Customs House steps. The attitude of 
the right hon. Gentleman exhibited not 
only gross partisanship but great coward- 
ice. All parties in Ireland were absolutely 
agreed on one point, and that was in 
condemning the cowardice and general 
incompetence of the present occupant of 
the oftice of Chief Secretary. 


(10.15.) Mr. A. J. BALFOUR rose in 
his place, and claimed to move, * That 
the Question be now put.”’ 


Question put, ‘“‘ That the Question be 
now put.” 

The House divided :— Ayes, 188 ; Noes 
121. (Division List No, 415.) 


AYES. 





Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh 0. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 


Baird, John George Alexander 


talearres, Lord 


Balfour, Rt. Hn. A. J.(Manch’r 


salfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Biewood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boscawen, Arthur Grittith- 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. Joha 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Brot: erton, Edward Allen 
butcher, John George 


salfour, Rt HnGeraldW (Leeds | Carsoa, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 


Mr. Macveagh. 





Cavendish, V.C.W (Derbyshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh salouamaniohs 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J. (Birm. 
( ‘hamberlain, Rt HnJ.A( Wore. 
Chapman, Edward 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. .A. E. 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 

Cc ollings, Rt. How. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir John Chas. Ready 
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Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole | 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley- 
Dimsdale, Sir Joseph Cockfield 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dorington, Rt. Hon. Sir John E. 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning- Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Egerton Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W. 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fellowes,Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
Fitz erald,Sir Robert Penrose- 
Fitzroy, HonEdward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Rt. Hon Sir Henry 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, PhilipS.(Warwick,S. W 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Gartit William 

Gore, HnG. R.C.Ormsby-(Salop 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, SirE. W(B’ rySEdm’nds 
Grenfell, W itliam Henry 
Groves, James Grimble 
Hamilton, RtHnLordG(Midd’x 
Hamilton, Marq. of( L’nd nderry 
Hanbury,Rr. Hen. Robert W m. 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Heath, Arthur Howard( Hanley 
Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Sir Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Higeinbottom, S. W. 


Abraham, William (Cork,N.E. 
Allen, CharlesP. (( eS tae 
Ambrose, Robert 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Black, Alexander William 
Brigg, John 

Brown, Geo. M. (Edinburgh) 
Burns, John 

Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 
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Hobhouse, Henry(Somerset, E. ) 
Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope,J.F. (Sheftield, Brightside 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard, John(Kent,Faversh’m 
Howard,J.(Midd., Tottenham) 
Hozier, Hon. James HenryCecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutton, John (Yorks, N. R). 
Johnstone, Heywood 
Kennaway, Rt. Hon.Sir JohnH. 
Kenyon,Hon. Geo. T. (Denbigh) 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W. (Salop 
Keswick, William 
Lambton,Hon. Frederick Win. 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lee, ArthurH(Hants.,Fareham 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Long,Col Charles W.(Evesh’m 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lueas, Col. Fraucis( Lowestoft 
Macartney, Rt Hn W.G. Ellison 
Macedona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverposl) 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Calmont, Col. H. L. B(Cambs. 
Malcolm, lan 

Milvain, Thomas 
Montagu,Hon. J. Scott (Hants. 
Moon, “Edward Robert Paey 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
More, Robt. Jasper (Shropshire 
Morgan, DavidJ.(Walth’mst’w 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray ¢ 
Murray, RtHnA. Graham(Bute 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Peel, Hn. Wim. Robert Wellesley 
Pemberton, John 8S. G. 

Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 
Pilkington, Lieut. -Col. Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 


NOES. 


Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
Cullinan, J. 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Delany, William 

Devlin, Joseph 

Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. ) 
Doogan, Pr. ¢. 

Duncan, J. Hastings 
Edwards, Frank 

Emmott, Alfred 

Evans, Samuel T, (Glamorgan) 
Fenwick, Charles 

F french, Peter 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fuller, J. M. F. 
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Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce- Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 


Purvis, Robert 
Randles, John S. 
Rankin, Sir James 
Ratcliff, R. F. 
teid, James (Greenock) 
Richards, Henry Charles 
Ridley, Hon.M. W (Stalybridge 
Rite hie, Rt Hon. Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheftield) 
{obertson, Her vert (Hackney ) 
Robinson, Brooke 
Aopner, Col. Robert 
Round, James 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Seely, Maj.J.K.B.(Isleof Wight 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Sloan, Thomas Henry 
Smith,H.C(North’mb.T yneside 
Smith, James Parker (Lanarks. ) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 
Spencer, Sir E. (W. Bromwich) 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. 
Stewart Sir MarkJ. M‘Taggart 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt. Hn. J.G(Oxf'd Univ. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vineent,Col. SirC. EH (Shetii' ld 
Walrond, Rt. Hn. SirWilliamH. 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Webb,Colonel W illiam George 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C. E(Taunt’n 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H.( Yorks. ) 
Woltf, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wortley, Rt. Hn.C. 5. Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wyhe, Alexander 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Younger, William 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hood and Mr. Anstruther. 


Gilhooly, James 

| Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grant, Corrie 

| Griffith, E llis J. 

| Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 

| Harmsworth, R. Leicester 

| Harwood, George 
| Hayden, John Patrick 

| Heime, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Holland, Sir William Henry 

| Hope, John Deans (Fife. West) 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jones, William (Carnarv nshire 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

| Joyce, Michael 
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Kennedy, Patrick James 
Labouchere, Henry 

Law, HughAlex. (Donegal, W.) 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leamy, Edmund 

Leese, Sir osephF. (Accrington 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Leng, Sir John 

Levy, Maurice 

Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
MacNeill. John Gordon Swift 
MacVeach. Jeremiah 

M‘Crae, George 

M‘Kean, John 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 

M‘Killop. W. (Sligo, North) 
Markham. Arthur Basil 
Mooney, John J. 

Morgan,.J. Lloyd (Carmarthen 
Moss, Samuel 

Moulton, John Fletcher 
Murphy, John 


Motion for 


(10.28.) Question put accordingly. l 


Abraham, William(Cork,N.E.) 
Ambrose, Rohert 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Brigg, John 

Burns, John 

‘aldwell, James 

‘ampbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
‘arvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton 
awley, Frederick 

‘ondon, Thomas Joseph 
‘rean, Eugene 

‘remer, William Randal 

Cc rombie, John William 
Cuilinan, J. 

Dalziel, James Henry 
Delany, William 

Devlin, Joseph 

Dilke, Rr. Hon. Sir Charles 
Doogan, P. C. 


~ = ee eee 


Duncan, J. Hastings 
Edwards, Frank 
Emmott. Alfred 


Evans, Samuel T. 
Fenwick Charles 
Frrench, Peter 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 
Goddard, Damel Ford 
Grant, Corrie 

Griffith, Ellis J. 
Harmsworth, K. Leicester 
Harwood, George 
Hayden, John Patrick 


(Glamorgan) 


Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright. John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh 0. 


_M* Killop, W. 


| Mooney, 


{COMMONS} 


Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph, (L uth, South) 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, Kendal (Tipp’ary,Mid 
O’Brieu, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Brien, William (Cork) 
O'Connor, James( Wicklow, W. 
O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
(O'Dowd, John 

O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 

Oo Kelly James (Roscommon,N 
Yo” Malley, Wilham 

O’Shee, James John 
Partington, Oswald 

Pease, “J. A. (Saffron W alden) 
Pirie, Duncan V. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Rea, Russell 

Reckitt, Harold James 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Rigg, Richard 

Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 


| 200. 


AYES 


Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon, Charles H. 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jordon, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Kennedy, Patrick James 
Labouchere, Heury 
Law,Hugh Alex.( Donegal, W.) 
Leamy, Edmund 

Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Leng, Sir John 

Levy, Maurice 

Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 

M‘Crae, George 

M‘Kean, John 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 

(Sligo, North) 
Markham, Arthur Basil 

John J. 

Moss, $ Samuel 

Murphy, Jobn 

Nannetti, « oseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
oO Brien, ys ey F. X. (Cork) 
O'Brien, Kendal (‘Tipp rary Mid 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 


NOES, 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey , James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colone! James Robert 


The House divided :—Ayes, 
(Division List N 
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Roe, Sir Thomas 

Rune'man, Walter 
Shackleton, David James 
Sheehan. Damel Daniel 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, Rt.Hn.c. R( Northants 
Stevenson, Francis S. 
Sullivan. Donal 

Taylor, ‘Theodore Cooke 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E. 
Thomas, David Alfrea( Merthyr 
Tomkinson, James 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Young, Samuel 

Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 
Captain Donelan and Mr. 
Patrick O’ Brien. 


98 ; Noes 
‘0. 416.) 


(Brien, William (Cork) 
O'Connor, James(Wicklow,W, 
O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Donnell, John (Mayo, S.) 
O'Donnell, T. (kerry, W.) 

O Dowd, John 

0’ Kelly,James (Roscommon,N 
O’ Malle sy, William 

O'Shee, James John 
Partington, Oswald 

Pease, J. A. (Satfron Walden) 
Pirie, Duncan V. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Rea, Russell 

Reckitt, Harold James 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Roberts, Johu Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore ( ‘ooke 
Thomas, David Alfred (Merth’r 
Tomkinson, James 

White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 
Young, Samuel 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Captain Donelan and Mr. 
Patrick O'Brien. 


| Baird, John George Alexander 


Balearres, Lord 


Balfour,Rt Hon, A..J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W ( Leeds 


, 
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salfour. Kenneth R. (Christeh. 
Banbury, Frederick George 
sathurst. Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Bhownagyree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 
Bill, Charles 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Joscnwen, Arthur Griffith- 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John — | 
Brooktield, Colonel Montagu 
Brother.on, Edward Allen 
Bullard, Sir Harry 
Butcher, John George 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. | 
Cavendish, V.C W.(Derbyshire | 
Cecil. Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon..J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain, KRtHnJ.A.(Wore. | 
Chapman, Edward 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb,SirJohnCharlesReady 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Compton, Lord: Alwyne 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge | 
Crauborne, Viscount 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, W. Bromley- 
Dimsdale. Sir Joseph Cocktield | 
Disraeli, Couingsby Ralph 
Dorington, Rt. Hon. Sir JohnE, 
Doughty. George 
Douglas. Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxtord. Sir William Theodore | 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning- Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
‘gerton, Hoo. A. de Tatton 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Faber, Edinand B. (Hants, W.) 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fellowes, Hoa. Ailwyn Edward 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst | 
Finch, George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, Wilham Hayes 
Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald Sir Robert Penrose- | 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon | 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Flower, Ernest 
Forster, Henry William | 
Foster, Philips.(Warwick,S.W 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 
Gartit, William ; 
EDUCATION (ENGLAND A 
BILL. 
Considered in Committee : 
(In the Committe 


(Mr. J. W. LowrHer 
Penrith) in the Chair. 


| 


Clause 8 :— 


(Cumberland, 
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Gore, Hn.GRC.Oriasby- (Salop 


| Gorst, Rt. Hen. Sir John Eldon 
| Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 

| Greene, SirEW.(BrySEdm‘nds 
| Grenfell, William Henry 


Groves, James Grimble 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 


| Hamilton, Rt HnL’rdG(Midd’x 


Hamilton, Marqof(L’nd’nderry 


| Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert Wm. 


Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Heath, ArthurHoward( Hanley 
Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Sir Alexander 


| Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
| Higginbottom, S. W. 


Hobhouse, Henry(Somerset, E.) 
Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope, J. F (Shettield, Brightside 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard, John (Kent,Fav’rsh’m 
Howard J. (Midd. ‘Tottenham 
Hozier, Hon. James HearyCecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 


| Hutton, John , Yorks, N.R.) 


Jeffreys, Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred. 
Johnstone, Heywood 

Kemp, George 
Kennaway, Rt. Hon. SirJohnH. 
Kenyon, Hon. Geo. T.( Denbigh) 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W. (Salop. 


| Keswick, William 
| Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 


Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lee, ArthurH( Hants.,Fareham 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Long,Col.Charles W.( Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,s. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Col. Francis( Lowestoft) 


| Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 


Macartney, RtHn W.G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
M‘Artaur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Calmont,Col.H.L.B.(Cambs 


| Malcolin, Ian 


Milvain, Thomas 
Montagu, Hon.J.Scott( Hants. ) 


| Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
| Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 


More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire 
Morgan, DavidJ.(Walthamsto. 
Morrell, George Herbert 

Morton, Arthur H. A. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 

Mowbray, Sir Robert Grav C. 
Murray, tt Hn AGraham (Bute 
ND WALES) 


Bill, 


Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
ONeill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Peel, Hn. Wm Robert Wellesley 
Pemberton, John Ss. G. 

Perey, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 

Pilking on, Lieut. -Col. Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Piummer, Walter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 

Pr, ce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Randles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Ratclitt, R. F. 

Reid, James (Greenock ) 
Richards, Henry Charles 
Ridley, Hn. M. W. (Stalybridge 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Robinson, Brooke 

Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Round, Re. Hon. James 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Seely, Maj.J.E B.(lsleof Wight 
Seton-Karr, Henry 
Shaw-Stewart, M.H.(Renfrew 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Sloan, Thomas Henry 
Smith,HC (N’rthjmb. Tyaeside 
Smith,JamesParker (Lanarks. 
Smith, Hon. W. PF. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Spencer, Sir E. (W. Bromwich) 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stewart,Sir MarkJ. M*Taggart 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Taibot,RtHn.J.G.(OxrdUniv, 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Valertia, Viscount 
Vineent,Col. Sir CEH(Shettield 
Walrond, Rt. Hn. Sir WilliamH 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Webb,Colonel William (:eorge 
Welby, Lt.-Col. ACE (Taunton 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H.( Yorks. } 
Wolt!, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B.Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Younger, William 
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TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hood and Mr. Anstruther. 


(10.42.) Amendment proposed— 


“In page 3, line 11, to leave out the words 
‘ have power to,’ and insert the word * periodi- 


cally.’’ 


e.) 


—(Mr. Levy.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words 


proposed to be left out stand part of the 


Clause.” 
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the Amendment put onthe local education 
authority a very unnecessary obligation. 
That authority would be responsible for 
the maintenance and efficiency of the 
school. It would find the money, and as 
a matter of course it would take care 
that it got the worth of the money by | 
inspecting the school. 


Mr. BRYCE said the Amendment did 
not add anything to the power of the | 
local authority, but he thought it might | 
be worth while considering whether the | 
power should not be made an obligation. | 
They certainly understood from the 
Government that it was intended that | 
certain functivns, hitherto discharged by 
the Board of Education, should be under- 
taken in practice by the local authority, 
which was to relieve the Board of Edu- 
cation of some of its work of inspection. 
He appealed to the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for the University of Cam- | 
bridge to state whether he did not | 


express his views to that effect. Under | 
these circumstances it seemed only | 
natural that the Committee should | 


express its opinion that the local autho- 
rity should be allowed to exercise its 
right. Otherwise it was very likely 
they would take a rather lax view of 
their duty and would not inspect as 
much as they ought to do. [ MINISTERIAL 
eries of “Oh, oh.”] That was a possi- | 
bility; they had to guard against 
possibilities. He could hardly conceive 
that any harm could be done by accept- 
ing this Amendment. 


ing. 


Sin JOHN GORST said there was | 
no doubt whatever that the whole! 
efficiency of the schools depended on a_ 
proper system of inspection—a system of | 
inspection by one and not by two| 
authorities. Ifthere were two authorities | 
giving contradictory orders, it was quite | 
impossible that a school could be made | 
efficient. Ofall the functions the central | 
authority could perform, that of inspec 
tion was the most important. 


of inspection. 


{COMMONS} 
*S1r WILLIAM ANSON saidhe thought | 


| secure obedience to their orders. 


| dition. 


| Bill. 
The Board | with 
of Education ought to carry out the work | 
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system should be. It would be a mistake 
to transfer the work of inspection from 
the Board of Education to the local 
authority. To mention only one reason, 
the Board was capable of having much 
more impartial inspectors than the local 
authorities were. No doubt there would 
have to be a certain amount of adminis- 
trative inspection by the local authorities, 
because, as they were to be masters of 
the finance and to give directions as to 


|the mode in which instruction in the 
| schools was to be carried on, they must 


have a sufficient amount of inspection to 
Of all 
kinds of inspection the most mischievous 
and useless was periodic inspection, be- 
cause under that system the teachers 
knew when the inspectors were coming. 


| Preparation was made for the inspection, 


and the inspectors did not see the school 
in its normal but in its dressed up con- 
The inspection should be in the 
way of surprise visits. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.) thought 
the instructions they gave in this Bill 
to the local education authority should 
be definite. The first words of the 
Clause were that the local authority 
should maintain and keep efficient 
those schools, and the fear which some 
hon. Members entertained was that there 
was no real intention to enable the local 


| authorities to be the real managers of the 


schools. The sub-Clauses did not carry 
out the words with which the Clause 


|opened, and there was no sub-Clause 


that gave so much support to this con- 
dition as the one they were now consider- 
He thought what the Government 
meant on the subject of inspection ought 
to be made clear in the Bill. There 
should be no doubt left in the minds of 
those who might have to construe it 
hereafter. The right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for Cambridge University 
had said that there ought to be a certain 
amount of administra‘ive inspection, 
but that was not provided for in the 
There was no desire to interfere 
proper inspection through the 
Board of Education, but the local educa- 


He quite granted that the | tion authority could not possibly dis: 
present system of inspection was by no | 
means efficient, and he hoped to have | 


charge the great duties placed upon it 
by this Clause unless it inspected the 


the opportunity on another occasion of | schools and was perfectly conversant 
giving the House his view of what the! with all the work that went on there. 
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Jt was absolutely necessary that the 
Clause should be made clear in regard to 
administrative inspection. 


Mr. HENRY HOBHOUSE said the 
hon. Member for West Islington had 
used the expression “managers of the 
schools’’ in referring to the functions of 
the local authority. They were not to 
manage but to control the schools, and 
these were two very different things. 
Nothing would be worse for the schools 
and the ratepayers than to have an un- 
necessary double inspection. It was 
quite true that they would want the 
local authority to inspect the schools 
occasionally when special points arose, 
but as a rule he was sure that His 
Majesty’s inspectors would do the work 
well and efficiently, and if the Committee 
accepted the new Clause of which he had 
given notice, namely, that the inspectors 
should be directed to send their reports to 
the local authority as well as to the Board 
of Education, no difficulty would arise. 
Ifany difficulty arose then they could 
no doubt have an inspector down, but 
they objected to a statutory obligation. 


Mr. MSKENNA said hon. Gentlemen 
onthe other side of the House seemed 
to forget that this Bill was a measure to 
establish a single authority which was 
to co-ordinate primary and secondary 
education both in the voluntary schools 
and the public and provided schools. 
The only official who could serve as a 
co-ordinating factor between the primary 
and the secondary schools would be the 
local inspector. If the local authority 
did not insist upon inspecting the schools 
they would have no means of obtaining 
a uniform standard of elementary edu- 
cation which was to form the ground- 
work of thesecondary department. How 
were they going to co-ordinate the 
schools and prevent overlapping, which 
was the main object of this Bill, unless 
they had local inspection! It was abso- 
lutely essential that they should have a 
local inspection, but it was obvious they 
were departing from the original pro- 
posals of the Government and coming 
tothe root and foundation of the Bill, 
the granting of rates for the voluntary 
schools. They would find, as they went 
on, the original pretences abandoned. 


{23 OcTOBER 1902} 
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Lorp EDMUND FITZMAURICE said 


he was sorry that the Government had not 
seen their way to accept this Amendment. 
It was certainly one that would make 
the Bill clearer, and if there was a 
greater readiness to accept Amendments 
of this kind they might progress rather 
more rapidly than they were doing. 
The right hon. Gentleman had tried to 
place upon the Amendment before the 
Committee a sense which it did not 
quite bear. The word * periodical ”’ did 
not necessarily mean fixed times. If it 
did, he might agree with the right hon. 
Gentleman that there might be a solid 
objection to the Amendment. He took 
it that periodical inspection meant from 
time totime. If the words “from time 
to time” would recommend the Amend- 
ment more to the Government, he 
would suggest that these words might 
be substituted. He could not conceive that 
any self-respecting county authority would 
not insist upon carrying out inspection 
of the schools. He wanted to know 
what was to be the relation between the 
Government inspector and the county 
inspector, because that was a matter on 
which as yet they knew absolutely 
nothing. Sub-Section 2 provided that 
the grants in future were to be paid to 
the local authority and distributed by 
them to all the schools, whether denomi- 
national or provided. That being so, 
inspection by the distributing authority 
was absolutely necessary. 


*(11.0.) Sir WILLIAM ANSON said 
they were dealing now with the conditions 
under which the denominational schools 
were to be maintained by the local 
authority, one of those conditions bemg 
that the schools should be open to 
inspection. The education authority 
would have the right when they pleased 
to inspect the denominational schools. 
If hon. Gentlemen on the other side 
wished to enforce inspection by the lucal 
authority by a general rule they must 
find some other place in the Bill to put 
it in. ‘This was not the place at which 
to do it. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS (Glamorgin- 
shire, Mid) said the words “ have power 
to” must be left in, otherwise the local 
authority would be committing a trespass 
every time they entereda voluntary school. 
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Unless they had the right to inspect they 
had no right to enter the premises at all. 
The duty of inspecting the schools 
periodically should be placed on the new 
education authority, but whether this 
was the right place in the Bill to impose 
that duty he was not quite sure. 


Mr. BRYN ROBERTS (Carnarvon- 
shire, Eifion) said that unless the words 
“ have power to’ remained in the Clause 
the local authority would have no right 
to enter the school. The arguments of 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for Cambridge University were against 
the Clause and not against the Amend- 
ment. The right hon. Gentleman en- 
deavoured to evade the difficulty by 
suggesting that a certain kind of 
inspection should take place by the 
local authority with reference to finance. 
If that was so there was no force in 
his objection. If a certain kind of | 
inspection was desirable, why not make 
it compulsory ? They had been constantly 
told that the Bill was to give the entire 
control of secular education to the local 
authority. If that was so the duty of | 
inspection by the local authority was | 
absolute. 





{COMMONS} 





Bill. 
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that it should be made a condition pre- 
cedent that the local authority should 
maintain their schools in an efficient 
state, and it was, if he might say so, 
verging on nonsense to say that they 
would not do so. He did not think they 
would add to their reputation as a busi- 
ness assembly by continuing the dis. 
cussion. 


*Mr. FLETCHER MOULTON (Corn. 
wall, Launceston) said he could fully 
assure the First Lord of the Treasury 
that they appreciated the force of his 
objection that this was not the place to 
insert a provision as to the duty of 
H.M.’s inspectors ; but he was anxious 
that the Committee should not pass from 
this Clause without an undertaking that 
inspection should be a duty imposed on 
the local authority. If the Bill passed 
in its present form, which only gave a 
power to inspect, any court would say 
that inspection was by the Act not con- 
templated as a duty. What they were 
afraid of in connection with this Bill was 
that in regard to non-provided schools 
there should grow up an idea that the 


connection of the local education authority 


with them was not a geriuine and busi- 
ness-like connection, and anything which 


/made that dilettunte, if he might use the 


Mr. GEORGE WHITE (Norfolk, 
N.W.) said that most Members of the 
House knew that the School Boards 
had inspectors who were extremely valu- | 
able. Their inspection was not confined 
to the quality of the teaching. They 
went into all the details of the school 
management. He was sure inspection | 
of that kind would be absolutely necessary 
when the local authority had to 
deal with education in so wide an area | 
as that of acounty. In many cases the | 
managers knew very little of the practical | 
work of teaching, and there an inspector- | 
ship was found to be very valuable. From 
long experience he could say that he had | 
never known a local inspector clash with | 
His Majesty's inspectors. | 





Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he earnestly 
hoped the Committee would not continue | 
the discussion when clearly the Amend- | 
ment could not be inserted in this place. | 
Hon. Members should recollect what | 
they were at. The question was not the | 
desirability of inspecting this or that 
class of schools. What was wanted was | 

Mr. Samuel Evans. 


| phrase, was a thing they were rightly 


jealous of. They ought to have an 
assurance that the duty of inspection of 


‘all schools, and of auditing the accounts 
| of all schools, should be proclaimed in the 


Bill. 


CoLoNEL PILKINGTON (Lancashire, 
Newton) asked whether it was really to 


| be understood that the new local educa- 


tion authority that was to have control 
over the secular education otf these 
schools was not to inspect. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he wished to 
repudiate the interpretation which had 
been placed on his remarks. ‘They were 
all in favour of inspection ; but his point 
was that it was bad business to discuss 
the particular question now raised on a 
Clause where it would be wut of place. 


CotoneL PILKINGTON said it was 
exceedingly difficult for a Member sitting 
on this side of the House to express his 
opinion on this question. This was the 
first time that he had risen during the 
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whole of the proceedings of the Commit- 


gestion of the hon. Member for Launces- 
ton, and he thought it right to suggest 
to the Committee that at the proper 
time it should be recognised that one of 


{25 OcroBer 1902} 


|authority under this 
tee, but he desired to follow up the sug- | 


the first and most important duties of | 


the local authority should be to inspect 
the schools regularly, and as often as 
possible. If they wanted work well done 
in any affair, whether in schools or in 
workshops, the most important and 
valuable thing was for the authority to 
regulate and inspect that work. He did 
not suppose that the Prime Minister had 


| the 


a more loyal supporter than he was. | 


He had never voted against him, and 
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New Education 
Act should be laid down thoroughly and 
strongly in the Bill. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON said that 
the Prime Minister had complained of 
the pfolongation of the debate, but if he 
would give the Committee a promise 
that in some other part of the Bill 
provision should be made that not only 
provided but the non-provided 
schools should be compulsorily inspected, 
there would be no desire to discuss the 
Amendment further. 


(11.20.) Question put. 





did not intend to do so now, 
repeated that, at the proper time, the 
duty of inspection by the new education | 88. 


Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh ©. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey. James (Walworth) 
Bain. Colonel James Robert 
Balearres, Lord 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A. J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
jalfour, Rt HnGerald W.(Leed. 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christehs 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brooktield, Colonel Montagu 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Bullard, Sir Harry 

Butcher, John George 

Carew, James Laurence 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W. (Derbyshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain, Rt HnJ.A.( Wore. 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 

Ciare, Octavius Leigh 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir John Chas. Ready 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 


but he 


AYES. 


Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne. Viscount 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, W. Bromley- 
Dimsdale, Sir Joseph Cocktield 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dorington, Rt. Hon, Sir John E. 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford,Sir William Theodore 
Durning- Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Everton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Faber, Edmund b. (Hants, W.) 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt HnSirJ.(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, PhilipS.(Warwick,S. W 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Gartit, William 
Godson, Sir Augustus Frederick 
Gordon Maj Evans-(T’rH mlets 
Gore, Hn.G.R.C.Ormsby-(Salop 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, SirEW(BryS Edn’nds 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Groves, James Grimble 


Committee divided :—A yes, 198 ; 
(Division List, No. 417.) 


Noes, 


Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hamilton Rt Hn Lord Gi Midd’x 
Hanobury,Rt. Hon. Robert Wm. 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, ArthurHoward( Hanley 
Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Sir Alexander 
Hermon- Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Higginbottom, S. W. 
Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset, E. 
Hogy, Lindsay 


| Hope,J.F.(Shettield, Brightside 





Howard,John( Kent Faversham 
Hozier, Hn. James Henry Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutton, John (Yorks, N.R.) 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred. 
Johnstone, Heywood 

Kemp, George 

Kennaway,Kt. Hn. Sir John H. 
Kennedy, Patrick James 
Kenyon, Hon. Geo. T.( Denbigh) 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col.W.(Salop. 
Keswick, William 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lee, ArthurH (Hants, Fareham 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Long,Col. Charles W( Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn Walter (Bristol, S. 
Lowe, Francis William 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lueas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macartney, Rt. HnW.G Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Macelver David (Liverpool) 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
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M‘Calmont,Col. H. L. B(Cam bs 
Malcolm, lan 

Milvain, Thomas 
Montagu, Hon. J. Seott (Hants. 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, Robt.Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morgan DavidJ (Walthamstow 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, RtHnA.Graham(Bute 
Murray, Chas. J. (Coventry) 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

Peel, Hn. Wim. Robt. Wellesley 
Pemberton, John 8S. G. 

Perey, Earl] 

Pilkington, Lieut-Col. Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 


Allen.Charles P(Gloue. 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Black, Alexander William 
Brigg, John 
Brown, George M. (Edinburgh 
Brunner, Sir — Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Burns, John 
Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
: auston, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 
Cremer, William Randal 
Dalziel, James Henry 
Davies, M. Vanghan-(Cardigan 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dunean, J. Hastings 
Edwards, Frank 
Emmott, Alfred 
Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Fenwick, Charles 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Fuller, J. M. FP. 
Gladstone, Rt Hn. HerbertJohn 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 


(11.35.) Dr. MACNAMARA 
the proposal to omit salaries was ruled out 
because the Prime Minister moved the 
having entered 


closure; but now 
a definition of 
expenditure, he submitted 


‘ P | 
order to raise the question as to the| 
appropriation of money in respect of 


salaries 





Stroud | 
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tandles, John S. 
Rankin, Sir James 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
tichards, Henry Charles 
Ridley, HonM. W. (Stalybridge 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson 
toberts, Samuel (Shettield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Seely,Maj.J.E.B.(Isleof Wight 
Seton-Karr, Henry 
Shaw-Stewart, M. H.(Renfrew) 
Smith, HC(North'mb.Tyneside 
Smith,James Parker(Lanarks. 
Smith, Hon.W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs. ) 
Stewart,SirMarkJ.M*Tageart 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, RtHn.J.G.(Oxf'dU niv. 
Thornton, Perey M. 


NOES. 
Grant, Corrie 
Griffith, Ellis J. 
Gurdon, Sir W. 
Harmsworth, R. 


Brampton 
Leicester 


| Hayne, Rt. Hn. Charles Seale- 


Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jones William (Carnarvonshire 


| Labouchere, Henry 


Langley, Batty 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese, Sir Joseph’. (Accrington 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Leng, Sir John 

Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Moss, Samuel 

Moulton, John Fletcher 
Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Pirie, Duncan V. 

Rea, Russell 

Reckitt, Harold James 
Rickett, J. Compton 


A said that 
trol of the 


ment is, I 
on 


the appropriation of 


it was in| Mr. 
ment he 
it perfectly 


*THe CHAIRMAN : 


scale of payment. 





Pill. 


Tollemache, Henry ——— 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent,Col. Sir CEH (Sheftield 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walrond, Rt. Hn. SicW illiamH 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Webb,Colonel Wm. iGeorze 
Welby, Lt.-Col A.C.E(Taunten 
Whitmore, Charles peo 
Willox, Sir Jobn Archibald 
Wilson,A.Stanley(York, E.R.) 
Wilson, John (G iasgow) 
Wilson-Todd,Wm. H.( Yorks.) 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C.B. Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Younger, William 
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TELLERS FOR THE AyYEsS— 
Sir Alexander Aeland- 
Hood and Mr. Anstruther. 

Rigg, Richard 


Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denhighs. 
Roe, Sir Thomas 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Statford) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshir 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, Rt Hn. R. (Northants 
Stevenson, Francis 8. 
Strachey, Sir Edward 

| Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Thomas,Sir A. (Glamorgan, E. 
Thomas David Alfred(M’ hen 
Tomkinson, James 
Toulmin, George 

| Trevelyan, C harles P hilips 
Warner, ThomasCourtenay T 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whiteley,George(Y ork, W.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Williams. ¢ toni (Merioneth) 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W. .) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. Levy and Mr. Charles 
Morley. 


| 


If you have con- 
expenditure, you can fix a 
The next Amend- 
think, also covered by the 


words which have been inserted. 


TREVELYAN (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Elland) said the object of the Amend- 
now 


moved was to make 
clear that any member of 


the local authority or of the Education 





717 
Con 


to ¢ 


mat 
sch 
the 
sho! 
ther 
that 
the 
be i 
wou 


thoi 


A 


«| 
to ir 
the 
lihet 
man 


that 
his . 
that 
loca 
alle 
it at 
tion 
insp 
that 
of t 
insp 


one 


M 
sath 
the 
least 
evel 
who 
had 
thro 

V 


mn- 
id- 


he 


es 


1d- 
ke 


ion 





ii Educatoon 


Committee should have the same liberty 
to enter and inspect any school as the 
managers. In order to control the 
schools properly, it was essential that 
the members of the controlling authority 
access to 


should have perfectly free 


them ; and unless it were legally certain 
that they would have that access under 
the Bill as it stood, the words ought to 
be inserted. He hoped the Government 
would accept a very simpie and, he 


thought, natural Amendment. 


Amendment proposed— 

“Tn page 3, line 12, after the word ‘school,’ 
to insert ‘any member of that authority, or of 
the Edueation Committee, shall have the same 
lilerty to enter and inspect the school as any 
manager.” ”°—(.VUr. Trevelyan.) 


(Juestion proposed, “That those words 


be there inserted.” 


sin ROBERT FINLAY said he hoped 
that the hon. Gentleman would not press 


his Amendment. It was never intended 


that any individual member of — the 


local education authority should be 


allewed to roam into a school and inspect 


itat his own pleasure. The local educa- 


tion authority might make provision for 


inspection ; but would it be contended 


that it was advisable that every member 


of that body should have the right of 
The 


one which could possibly be accepted. 


inspection. Amendment was not 


Mr. JOSEPH A. PEASE 
Saffron Walden) said he thought that 
Committee 


(Essex, 
the Education might at 
least be allowed to go into the schools, 
Council as a 


even if the County 


Whole might not. A similar provision 
had brought technical education work 
throughout the country into close sym- 
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pathy with the County Councils, because 


members of Technical Education Com- 


mittees were allowed to inspect the 
schools from time to time, and the 
inspection was appreciated by the 


teachers, and brought the work of 
education into close harmony with the 


governing body. 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY that of 


course the Education Committ2e might be 


said 


useful for the purposes of inspection ; but 
what was not desirable was that it should 
be laid down in an Act of Parliament that 
each individual member of the County 
Council, without any authority from 
that body, should have the right to enter 


and inspect a school. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said that at 
present the members of every School 
Board had that right, however large the 
Board might be. The fifty-five members 
of the London School Board could enter 
any of their schocls; but the Attorney- 
General reaily exaggerated the practice. 
He seemed to imagine that seventy or 
eighty members of the County Council 
might all wish to enter and inspect a 
school in a remote part of the county. 
That suggestion was perfectly ridiculous. 
The only practical yalue of the Amend- 
ment would be that the County Coun- 
cillor for a particular district would 
have the right to enter any school in 
that district. There was not the slightest 
danger that a County Councillor would 
travel from one end of the county to the 
other in order to inspect a school; but 
it was desirable that a County Councillor 
for a district should have the right to 
inspect the schools in that district. 
Surely the Government might make that 
concession. 


2C 
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Mr. M‘'KENNA said that his hon. 
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Mr. said he 


Was a 


friend who had just spoken had forgotten memb>r of the London School Beard, and 


one important fact, namely, that these 
were private schools, and that the only 
thing public about them was that the 
public paid for them. Of course the 
Government would not admit any in- 
spection of the schools. The analogy of 
the School Boards did not apply; and, 
therefore, to ask the Government to 
allow the gentlemen who were elected on 
the County Council, and who knew all 
about the schools, or any person, other 
than a particular official inspector, to 
inspect the schools, was asking from the 
Government what they could not reason- 
ably be expected to grant. He trusted, 
therefore, his hon. friend would not ask 
them to depart from the great principle 
of the Bill, which was to maintain the 
perfect privacy of the voluntary schools, 
although the public paid for them. He 
trusted his hon. friend would not press 
his Amendment. 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Denbigh- 
shire, W.) said he did not quite agree with 
He 


thought that the opposition of the Govern- 


his hon. friend who had just spoken. 


ment was based onanot very wideacquaint- 
ance with the facts of the case, and on a 
mistaken idea that what was desired was 
to allow the entire County Council to 
That 
He was sorry to say 


visit the schools in a body. idea 
Was preposterous. 


that in his experience the great difficulty 


in the past had been not the number | 


eager to inspect the schools but the 
ditticulty of arousing any interest in cer 


tain bodies in the work of education. If | 


the doors of the schools were open to the 
authority charged with maintaining them 
in an efficient condition, it would be an 
educational reform of considerable merit. 


He hoped remarks of his hon. friend | 


would not be taken seriously. 


what happened had been described by 
his hon. friend the Member for Carnarvon 
Boroughs. 
had access to the 450 schools which the 
The member for a 


All the members of the Board 


Board managed. 
particular district generally visited the 
schools in that district, and informed the 
3oard of what was going on. ‘There 
were a few members on the Board who 
visited a great many schools in order to 
get special knowledge — men like Mr. 
Diggle and Mr. Lyulph Stanley, who 
were intensely useful to the Board, and 
whose value to the Board would not be 
anything like what it was, if they had 
not constant access to the schools, in 
order that they might know quite as 
the 
That was simply what he desired. He 


much about them as inspectors. 
would be perfectly ready to omit “and 


inspect ” from the Amendment. 


Mr, A. J. BALFOUR said there ap- 
peared to be some confusion in the minds 
of hon. Gentlemen. The hon, Gentleman 
who had just spoken said that as a 
member of the London School Board he 
had a perfect right to enter any school 
under it ; but he imagined that it would 
be perfectly within the competence of the 
education authority to do with regard to 
the schools in its area what the London 
School Board did with regard to the 
schools in its area; but no statutory 
power was given to the members of any 
The 


education authority under the Bill as it 


School Board for that purpose. 


stood would be perfectly empowered to 
enter any school in its area, but that was 


| quite different to laying down a statutory 


{ 


provision to the effect that any member 
of a County Council should enter any 
school in the county, irrespective of the 
wishes of the council itself. 
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Mr.SAMUEL EVANS said he was glad 
his hon. friend had limited his Amendment 
to the right of entry to the schools 
which the public would be bound to 
maintain. He would put a practical case, 


which would show the hardship which 


would be caused in many districts unless 


some such Amendment were accepted. 
Suppose that no power was delegated by 
the County Council to any particular 
person to enter the schools, and that 
there were complaints as to the abuses 
The County 
every 


in a particular school. 

Council need only meet three 
months, and it might happen that three 
months would have to elapse before 
members of the local education authority 
enter 


could be given the right to 


the schools, Suppose, again, that some 
abuse was going on in a school with 
the connivance of the managers ; it was 
only fair that power should be given to 
the county councillor for the district to 
enter that school, and he was perfectly 
certain that in no case would that power 


be abused. 


BALFOUR said that the 
authority could 


Mr. A. J. 


local education give 
power to their members to enter any 


school in their area. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS said that if it 
was so the Amendment before the Com- 
mittee sought to obtain a power which 
would be within the competence of every 
County Council to grant. It was necessary 
to elucidate the matter, because that was 
not the view of the Attorney General. 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY said he said 
exactly what had been said by the First 
Lord of the Treasury, and he hoped that 
hon. Members would try to understand 
him instead of trying to misunderstand 
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him. The authority tofenter might either 


be by actual and express delegation or by 
the implied course of business. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS said he quite 
followed that point, and was not trying to 
misunderstand the right hon. Gentleman, 
But the right hon. Gentleman stated in 
express terms that they could not be 
expected to allow the County Council to 
march into a school in a body ; and that, 
therefore, they should delegate that right 
That 
meet the practical difficulty, which was 


to some few persons. would not 
that the representative of a particular 
district on the County Council should not 
be allowed to enter the schools {in that 
district unless the County Council had 
empowered all its members: to visit all 
schools in its area. If the County 
Council had that power it would exercise 
it. But that was no reason why the 
Amendment should not be accepted ; and 
he did not think it would be seriously 
contended that a power of that kind 
would be abused. 

Dr. MACNAMARA said it was 
desirable that every member of the local 
education authority, as well as the mem- 
bers of the education committee! should 
have the right of entry into the schools, 
All the powers and duties of the School 
Boards were transferred to the new 
authorities, and it was in the competence 
of the School Boards at the present time 
to empower all their members under all 
circumstances to enter the schools in their 
areas at any time. He imagined that 
one of the first acts of the local education 
authority would be to pass a general 
resolution giving that power. That being 
so, he did not see the necessity for the 


Amendment. 








723 Adjournment of 
Mr. MOSS said that the Attorney 


General in opposing the Amendment 


stated that it was surely not to be ex- 


pected that all the Members of the 
County Council should be entitled 
to enter a school at any time; 


the 
other hand stated that the Amendment 


but the Prime Minister on 


was absurd because the County Councils 
would have power under the Act to do 
exactly what was nowasked. He thought 
Attorney did 


realise what the Bill proposed. 
pro} 


the General not quite 

The Bill 
proposed that the County Councils should 
be the local education authority acting 
through a Committee. A school might 
be fifty or sixty miles away from the 
town in which the County Council met, 
and he agreed with his hon. friend that it 
might be very important that the member 
of the County Council representing the 
particular district in which the school was 
situated should have the right to inspect 
that school. He did not know why it 
should be assumed that the first act of 
the County Council would be to pass a 
expressly 


resolution empowering — its 


members to visit the schools in the 


county. He thought it was a somewhat 


remote possibility. He himself thought 
that if the County Councils were to have 
the duty cast upon them of carrying out 
elementary education, they might, at any 


rate, be given power to enter the schools. 


Mr, BRYCE said he thought his hon. 
friend had attained his object, and that 
it would not he necessary to press his 


The whole 


difficulty arose from the line taken up by 


Amendment to a division. 


the Attorney General ; but what had been 
said by the Prime Minister removed his 


objection. It was perfectly true that the 
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powers of the School Boards to be trans- 


ferred would include that power. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


*THe CHAIRMAN: The next Amend- 
ment is covered by what has already been 
the Bill. 


after that is covered by the right of 


inserted in The Amendment 
inspection ; which also covers the Amend- 
of the 
Nottingham. 


ment hon. Member for West 
The right to inspect a 
school includes the right to inspect the 


minutes and other records. 


Mr. BRYCE said he hoped the Chair- 
man would reserve his decision on that 
question, because he wished to bring 


forward a point of order. 
Committee report Progress. 

To sit again Tomorrow. 
AGRICULTURAL AND TECHNICAL 
INSTRUCTION (IRELAND) (No. 2) BILL. 

Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


Clause 1. 

Committee report Progress. 

To sit again Tomorrow. 

Mr. SPEAKER, in pursuance of the 
Order of the House of the 16th October, 
adjourned the House without Question 


put. 


Adjourned at five minutes after 
Twelve o'clock. 
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725 (Juestions. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Friday, 24th October, 1902. 


The House met at Twelve of the Clock. 


UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL 
BUSINESS. 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS (NO 
STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE). 
Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
t Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
F case of the following Bill, referred on the 
F First Reading thereof, no Standing 
| Orders are applicable, viz., Water 
Provisional Order Bill. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a second 
time upon Monday next. 


PETITIONS. 


—_— 


F CANADIAN CATTLE (IMPORTATION). 
F Petitions for the abolition of restric- 
F tions: from Radnor Park; Keighley ; 
tuncorn: Dalmuir; Cumbernauld ; 
Vale of Leven; Nuneaton; Haswell; 
Exmouth; Bury: Ebbw Vale; Wrex- 
ham; Paignton; and Stanbury; to lie 
upon the Table. 


} EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALE 
bh BILL. 
r 6Petition against: from Eversholt ; 

Ridgmont ; Stogussey ; and North New- 
ton; to lie upon the Table. 

7 

EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
4 SILL. 

Petitions for alteration: from Keigh- 
ley; Dalmuir; Cumbernauld; Vale of 
Leven ; Haswell; Walker; Exmouth; 
Nuneaton ; Radnor Park ; Ebbw Vale ; 
Wrexham: Stanbury; and Paignton; 
to lie upon the Table. 


BILL. 


Sutton (two); Southampton (three) ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


YOu. Uartid, je OCKTH SERIES. | 
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PREVENTION OF SORRUPTION IN 
TRADE. 

Petitions for legislation : From Keigh- 
ley ; Runcorn ; Dalmuir ; Cumbernauld : 
Bury; Vale of Leven; Haswell; Ex- 
mouth; Nuneaton; Radnor Park ; 
Ebbw Vale; Wrexham; Paignton ; 
and Stanbury ; to lie upon the Table. 


(Juestions. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
TYPHOID FEVER IN LIMERICK CITY 
AND PRISON. 

Copy presented, of Reports made by 
Stewart Woodhouse, Esq., M.D., Medical 
Member of the General Prisons Board 
for Ireland, and by Sir J. Acheson 
M‘Cullagh, M.D., Medical Inspector to 
the Local Government Board for Ireland 
[by Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 
presented, of Diplomatic and 
Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 
2910 [by Command]; to lie 
Table. 

ADJOURNMENT. 

Resolved, That this House will, at the 
rising of the House this day, adjourn 
until Monday next.—(Sir Alexander 
Acland-Hood.) 


Copies 
Consular 
2908 to 
upon the 


QUESTIONS AND ANSIVERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 
Voluntary Schools Trust Deeds. 

Mr. HERBERT LEWIS — (Flint 
Boroughs): To ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury if, he will state when the 
promised copies of the precedents of 
trust deeds for voluntary schools settled 
by the Education Department under the 
Revised Code of 1870 and _ previous 
Codes will be laid upon the Table. 


(Answered by Mr. A. J. Balfour.) | 
understand that these documents will be 
laid in a few days’ time. 


Carriage of Indian Government Goods 
by German Firms. 


Mr. NORMAN (Wolverhampton, 8.) : 


Petitions in favour: from Liverpool ;|'To ask the Secretary of State for India 


if he is aware that about 660 tons of 
Railway material for the Madras railways 
2D 
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were shipped from Middlesbrough by | 
the German steamship ‘‘ Rudesheimer ” 
on 4th July, and about 1,280 tons by | 
the German steamship “ Goldenfels” on | 
25th June; if he can state whether all | 
the locomotives shipped from Middles- 


brough for the Madras Railways since | 
carried by German | 


1886 have been 
steamships, and whether tenders tor this 
freight have been asked from British 
shipowners; if not, can he state why 
this preference has been given by an 
Indian Government Railway to German 
firms; and will he take steps to give 
sritish steamship owners the oppor- 


tunity of tendering for such freight in 


future. 


(Answered by Secretary Lord 
Hamilton.) The hon. Member is mistaken 
in describing the Madras Railway, for 
which, as stated in the Question, these 
materials were ordered, as an Indian 
Government Railway. It is not a State 
line, but it is the property of a company, 
by whom arrangements ior its working 
and maintenance are made. The 
Question would seem, therefore, to have 
been addressed to me under a misappre- 
hension. 


George 


Board of Customs—Grievances of Second | 


Class Examining Officers. 

Mr. BRYNMOR JONES (Swansea, 
Vistrict): To ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury whether the proposals of the 
Board of Customs for the removal of 
grievances of the second class examining 
officers have yet been submitted to the 
Treasury; and if he can now state when 


the settlement of the case of these 
officers may be expected. | 
(Answered hy Mr. Hayes Fisher.) Yes, 


Sir. The proposals have been placed | 


before the Treasury, who have, with one | 
slight exception, sanctioned them in the | 


form in which they were submitted. 


The Board expect to be able to com-| 


municate the decision to the officers con- 
cerned in the course of next week. 


Proclaimed Meeting at Rostrevor, 
Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, 8.) : To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland if he will give the names of 
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(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) I accept, 
as I always have accepted (see 7)v Puy- 
liumentary Debates, 8th, 10th, and 23rd 
July) full responsibility on behalf of the 
Irish Government for the proclamation 
of the Rostrevor meeting. With that my 
Ministerial responsibility ends, and | must 
respectfully submit that it would be con- 
trary to established practice to publish 
officially the names of unofficial persons 
with whom Ministers have thought well 
to consult on account of their experience 
and influence over important sections of 
the community. 
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2nd Seaforth Highlanders. 

Mr. BIGNOLD (Wick Burghs): To 
‘ask the Secretary of State tor War 
whether, in view of the fact that the 
2nd battalion Seaforth Highlanders has 
only hada station in Scotland for one 
year in the last twenty-four years, he 
will consent to the battalion being 
quartered in Scotland on its return 
home: and will he say when the 2nd 
battalion of the Seaforths may be ex- 
pected to leave South Africa, 


(Answered by Mr. Seeretary Brodrick.) 
It is not possible to say at present when 
this battalion will return home, and as 
the infantry barracks in Scotland will 
be filled by three other Scotch battalions 
returning from South Africa by the 
26th instant, no barracks will be avail- 
able for the Seaforth Highlanders. I 
must point out to my hon. friend that 
of the twenty-four years referred to, 
twenty-two have been spent by the 
battalion on foreign service. 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
BiLL, 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee. ) 


(Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, 
| Penrith) in the Chair. ] 


| Clause 8 :— 
| 


| *(12.8.) THe CHAIRMAN: In reference 
| to the Amendment of the hon. Member 


the Orange leaders with whom he con- | for West Nottingham to insert in Clause 8, 
sulted as to the advisability of proclaim- | page 3, line 12, after “ school,” the words 


ing a meeting to have been held in| “as well as the minutes or other records 
/of meetings 


Rostrevor, on 12th July last. 
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managers,’ I must point out that this 
is covered by the words giving power to 
inspect. 


Mr. YOXALL (Nottingham, W.) 
pointed out that meetings of managers 
of schools were seldom held in the school 
buildings, and the teacher was not 
always present. He submitted that it 
was desirable to specify that there should 
be power to inspect these minutes. 


Mr. CORRIE GRANT (Warwickshire, 
Rugby) added that the minutes would, 
in all probability, be in the custody of a 
member of the committee who was not 
an official under the control of the local 
education authority, and therefore the 
power to inspect the school would not 
necessarily imply power to inspect the 
minutes of the Managing Committee. 


Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, S.) said that 
no doubt in the ease of School Boards 
their power over managers did extend to 
matters of this kind. But now they 
were dealing with what had hitherto 
been private bodies upon which certain 
public duties were in the future to 
devolve. It was quite possible they 
might not consider it their duty to 
throw the records of their meetings open 
to inspection, and it was, therefore, 
desirable to place this right of examina- 
tion beyond all possibility of doubt. 


*Tur CHAIRMAN : These possibilities 
might be indefinitely multiplied. Are 
you going to give power to inspect 
iurniture and pictures ! 

Tue PRIME MINISTER anp FIRST 
LORD or tHE TREASURY (Mr. 
A. J. Batrour, Manchester, E.): I 
think this is one of those things which 
should be dealt with in the schedule. 


Mr. BRYCE said that if the right hon. 
Gentleman would deal with it in the 
schedule, that would be satisfactory. He 
was encouraged by what had fallen from 
the Government on more than one 
occasion to hope that they would 
accept this Amendment he now rose 
to move, because they had repeatedly 
said that they were very anxious for 


decentralisation and to relieve the 
Board of Edueation of a number of 


functions it now exercised, but which 
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could well be relegated to the new 
education authority. Over and over again 
had the complaint been made that that 
Board was overburdened, and surely this 
was a matter which might well be left to 
the judgment of the local authority. 
The right hon. Gentleman had expressed 
himself confident that the new authorities 
would be jealous in carrying out the Act, 
and he hoped that confidence would 
be justified by results. The question 
whether cases of infraction of the 
Conscience Clause were frequent, was 
one on which there might be a difference 
of opinion, but, undoubtedly, they did 
occur, and it was desirable to devise 
some means of dealing with them. The 
object of the Amendment was to give the 
local authority power to deal with the 
question of complaints under what was 
commonly called the Cowper-Temple 
Clause. A question of the infraction of 
the Conscience Clause could not be said 
in any sense to belong to the sphere of 
religious instruction. It might be a 
question of law, of fact, or of both. but 
it was a question, at any rate, as to 
whether the provisions of the law had 
been obeyed. He thought, as he had 
said betore, that such cases would be 
rare; but the local authority, having its 
own representative on the body of local 
managers, would be able to inform itself 
as to the facts, and there was much to 
be said for allowing them to have this 
power. This provision, indeed, appeared 
to him to be almost the corollary of 
the right of inspection which had been 
conceded. 


Amendment proposed— 

“In pave 3, line 12, after the word ‘ school,’ 
to insert the words ‘and to receive, inquire 
into, and deal with any complaints addressed 
to them regarding infractions of Section 7 of 
The Elementary Edueation Act, 1870.’ ~—(Vr. 
Brye -) 


Question proposed, “* That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he was in 
harmony with the right hon. Gentleman 
in hoping that the infractions of this 
sub-Nection were extremely rare. He 
believed, indeed, that that was so. But 
he could not agree with the right hon. 
Gentleman as to the authority which 
should adjudicate upon these questions. 


2D2 
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He thought the right hon Gentleman 
would see that his proposal was either 
impracticable or untair. One of two 
things must happen if his Amendment 
was carried. The first alternative was 
that there would be two authorities 
adjudicating on this question of the 
Conscience Clause, the local authority as 
regards voluntary schools, and the Edu- 
cation Department as regards provided 
schools; he thought that would be most 
inconvenient. Then, it they considered 
it would be too cumbrous end absurd to 
have two different bodies both examining 
into the question of infractions of the 
Conscience Clause, and abolished the 
authority which the Education Depart- 
ment now had over provided schools, 
there would be nobody to adjudicate or 
take anv action if the Conscience Clause 
was intringed in a_ provided school. 
They must, if the Amendment were 
carried, have one of those alternatives, 
and as both of them seemed impossible 
and intolerable, he hoped the proposal 
would not be pressed. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon 
Boroughs) suggested that there was still 
another alternative, and that was, that 
the county authority should also deal 
with complaints from the non-provided 
schools. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR : I pointed out 
that the Amendment only allowed two 
alternatives. 1 think it would be in- 
tolerable to have one authority dealing 
with the provided schools, and a second 
authority dealing with the voluntary. 


Mr. BRYCE: By this Clause we can 
only deal with the non-provided schools. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: But we must 
consider the consequences of accepting 
the Amendment. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE thought the 
difficulty was not as great as the right 
hon. Gentleman imagined. No one 
suggested that even if the power were 
given to the county authority that 
already possessed by the Board of Edu- 
cation would be abrogated. The Educa- 
tion Department must have supreme 
control over all secular education in the 
country, and if there was any infraction 
of the Conscience Clause, whether in 

Mr. A. J. Baljlour. 
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provided or non-provided schools, and. 
whether the county authority had the 
right to examine them or not, the Edu- 
cation Department must necessarily have 
the same power vested in it. All that 
was wanted was that the same power 
should be given to the county authority 
over the non-provided schools as they 
must necessarily have over the provided 
schools. The Amendment, so far from 
destroying the symmetry of the Bill, 
would make it more symmetrical. 
Clause 6 gave the local authority all the 
powers and duties of a School Board. 
Now it was part of the duty to examine 
into complaints of this character. Under 
this Bill it became not merely the right, 
but the duty, of the county authority to 
investigate such complaints from pro- 
vid'd schools, and all the Amendment 
asked was that the authority should le 
entrusted with a similar power in 
regard to non-provided schools. 


Mr. ALFRED HUTTON (Yorkshire, 
W.R., Morley) urged that the power 
must be in the hands of an authority 
which could enforce its own decisions in 
this matter. The power of the Educa- 
tion Department in cases of infractions 
of the Conscience Clause, consisted in 
depriving the school of the Parliamen- 
tary grant should the managers refuse 
to comply with their orders. But under 
this Bill the power of the Department 
to withdraw the grant ceased, because 
the financial control was to pass to the 
local education authority. 


*THE SECRETARY or tue BOARD 
oF EDUCATION (Sir WiLtiam ANsoy, 
Oxford University) was understood to 
dissent from this view. 


Mr. ALFRED HUTTON: Would the 
local education authority have power to 
withhold from a particular school a grant, 
when they were under an obligation to 
keep that school efficient ? 


*Sir WILLIAM ANSON: A school 
would cease to be a public elementary 
school if it ceased to qualify for the 
Parliamentary grant. It would so cease 
to quality if it broke the Conscience 
Clause, and the local education authority 
would no longer be under an obligation 
to maintain tt. 
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Mr. ALFRED HUTTON: What a 
eumbrous piece of machinery in order to 
secure the right of a child to be exempted 
from religiousteaching ! The school would 
cease to be a public elementary school, 
and presumably the local education 
authority would have to build a new 
one to take its place. It would be a 
much simpler plan to accept the Amend- 
ment. 


(12.30.) Str HENRY FOWLER 
(Wolverhampton, E.) said they must 
look at this question from a practical 
point of view. Although he had heard of 
a great many cases of infraction of the 
Conscience Clause in denominational 
schools, he had never heard of a case in 
a boardschool. Indeed, it seemed to him 
almost impossible for such a case to arise 
ina board school. He personally believed 
that the deliberate infraction of the Con- 
science Clause was not a frequent event. 
It was due either to stupidity or bigotry, 
or to both causes combined. The man 
who wilfully violated the Clause was not 
only a bigot, he was something 
which he need not mention. But what 
the Committee had to deal with was the 
working of the Clause in the small 
country villages. It had to be a very 
gross infraction of the Conscience Clause 
for the Education Department to inter- 
fere. He did not know whether the 
Secretary to the Board of Education 
would follow the example of his pre- 
decessor in this matter, but they were 
familiar with the form of reply of the 
Education Department when a case had 
been stated which aroused the indigna- 
tion of both sides of the House. 
“The Education Department have no 
power to interfere.’’ This was a ques- 
tion of daily work—it was not only the 
Conscience Clause, but it was also the 
administration of it, which they had to 
watch. It was provided that where 
children at the request of their parents 
were withdrawn from religious teaching, 
they should be put in a separate room, 
and be given secular instruction. But 
many hon. Members must have heard 
cases of cruel administration of the 
Clause, cases of children who were taking 
the benefit of the Clause being obliged 
to remain out in the rain or snow 


‘during the religious lesson. It was 
these 


little things, done by little 
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men in little schools, which created a 
great deal of the irritation and conflict 
with which they were now confronted 
in reference to the present Bill. Hon. 
Gentlemen opposite and the Government 
had stated again and again that they 
recognised that in these single school 
parishes there was a religious difficulty so 
tarasthe Nonconformists were concerned, 
and that they were prepared to agree to 
any remedy which would not encroach 
on the rights of denominational schools ; 
but if they were to be met on these 
small matters with this absolute non 
possumus on every occasion on account 
of some theoretical or lawyer’s difficulty, 
he thought they would not be carrying 
out in the spirit, although they might 
in the letter, their desire to remove all 
reasonable Nonconformist grievances. 
He could not conceive why the Govern- 
ment should not concede this Amend- 
ment, for he could not conceive a better or 
more independent tribunal to inquire into 
these cases than the county authority. 
He could not understand the refusal of 
the Government to give the power to 
the authority to deal with grievances 
which were impeding and _ irritating 
our local educational systems. If they 
could not accept this particular Amend- 
ment, would they be willing to introduce 
a better form of words in a more 
convenient part of the Bill ? 


THE ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir 
RoperT Finitay, Inverness Burghs) 
said the right hon. Gentleman was 
perfectly accurate in saying that the 
Government had recognised that there 
was a grievance to be dealt with as 
regards the single school areas, and the 
Government proposed to do that. But 
this was adifferent matter. Hethought 
that these cases of violation of the Con- 
science Clause were extremely rare, and 
he ventured to say that they would be 
impossible when they had a body of 
managers of voluntary schools such as 
was constituted under the Bill. He 
wished, however, to point out to the 
right hon. Gentleman that the Board 
of Education had full power to deal 
with any infraction of the Conscience 
Clause. The observance of that Clause 
was a condition of a school’s receiving 
the Parliamentary grant, and if that 
did not give the Board of Education 
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power to see that the Conscience Clause 
was enforced, he did not know what 
could. If the attention of the Board 
of Education were called to a case of 
this kind, it would certainly warn the 
school that the grant would be with- 
drawn if the objectionable policy were 
persisted in. He did not believe there 
would be any want of disposition on the 
part of the Board to deal with these 
cases. Whatever Party might be in 
power, he was sure the Board of Educa- 
tion would fearlessly do its duty in 
putting an end to any abuses of the 
Clause. The course proposed under the 
Amendment would be most inconvenient, 
for two authorities to decide the same 
question would be set up. Under the 
Bill as it stood the county authority 
would have full power to draw the 
attention of the Board of Education to 
infractions of the Conscience Clause. 


Sirk WILLIAM HARCOURT (Mon- 
mouthshire, W.) said this grievance was 
eminently a local grievance, and any 
one who knew the condition of a country 
district knew that the Conscience Clause, 
as it was worked at present, was no 
protection at all. Why should a child 
who was wrongly dealt with be compelled 
to go to Whitehall for redress?) Why 
should not the local education authority 
on the spot have power to deal with it ? 
That education authority was obviously 
the body to which complaints in this 
matter ought to be made. He could 
not conceive what was the objection to 
allowing the education authority to 
inquire into breaches, whether they were 
numerous or rare. It would create a 
very bad impression if the Government 
refused to the local education authority 
the power of giving effect to the 
Conscience Clause. They said practically 
that the only person who was to enforce 
the Conscience Clause was the Secretary 
to the Education Department. That 
was virtually the issue put by the 
Attorney General. The local education 
authority ought to have the power of 
enforcing that which was put forward 
as the only protection of Nonconformists. 
Was the education authority to have no 
cognisance or authority in the case of 
the Conscience Clause, and were they 


to be compelled to pay the rate when, 


Sir Robert Finlay, 
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the Conscience Clause was not observed ? 
lf ever there was any justification for 
refusing to pay the rates it would be 
in such circumstances as those. 


Sir JOHN DORINGTON (Gloucester, 
Tewkesbury) entirely sympathised with 
the intentions of the Amendment, but 
pressed the Committee to look at the 
matter from a practical point of view. 
No doubt the local authority would 
exercise this very power under sub-Section 
(v). Whether they could enforce it by 
legal means was another matter. Any- 
body who had a complaint to make would 
inform the County Council,instead of send- 
ing the information in a letter addressed 
to the Secretary of the Education Depart- 
ment. The Council would then interfere, 
and if they had not full legal rights they 
could communicate with the Department, 
who had. Surely that would afford a 
much more speedy remedy than complain- 
ing to Whitehall. He objected very much 
to encumbering the Act with too many 
delegations, which tended, in his opinion, 
to destroy that simplicity of administra- 
tion which was so eminently desirable. 


Mr. M‘KENNA (Monz:nouthshire, N.) 
said the hon. Baronet had left the Com- 
mittee in some doubt as to how he 
intended to vote. 


Sir JOHN DORINGTON: I shall 
vote with the Government. 


Mr. M‘KENNA: And vet the hon. 
Baronet approved of the Amendment. 
He thought they were all agreed that the 
means of punishing any infraction of the 
Conscience Clause ought to be made as 
ready as possible, and that the local 
authority was therefore to be preferred 
to the Board of Education. The remedy 
which had existed for the last thirty 
vears had been found to be insufficient. 
What was the objection of the Govern- 
ment to giving power in this matter to 
the local education authority ? There 
was nothing in the Bill to provide that 
the majority of the managers of a school 
should be laymen ; on the contrary, one 
was bound to assume that if they 
were technically laymen they would be 
ecclesiastically-minded, and he certainly 
preferred the regular parson to the ecclesi- 
astically-minded layman. All the Amend- 
ment asked was that an aggrieved party 
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should have a ready remedy, and he sub- 
mitted that to give the power to the local 
education authority was thoroughly con- 
sistent with the principle of the Bill. 


Mr. SEELY (Lincoln) opposed the 
Amendment, which he contended would 
have an effect exactly the reverse of 
that which hon. Gentlemen desired. 
All, of course, wished to avoid infractions 
of the Conscience Clause, and under the 
Bill as it stood nothing could prevent the 
County Council, which had a representa- 
tive on the board of managers, from 
receiving and inquiring into complaints 
about such infractions. He could see 
no possible risk of the Board of Edu- 
eation—which was responsible to Parlia- 
ment—failing to do its duty in this 
matter; but he could conceive that 
there was a possibility—he believed it to 
be very improbable, however — that, 
after a bitter party and religious fight, 
the successful party might refuse to 
carry out the Conscience Clause in the 
spirit in which it was regarded by 
every Member of this House. He hoped 
that for the sake of simplicity, and 
in order to avoid trouble in the future, 
the Committee would reject the Amend- 
ment. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
dee) said the Attorney General had 
asserted that the Amendment was im- 
practicable, inconvenient and unneces- 
sary. What did he mean by the last 
suggestion } 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY: Under the 
Bill as it stands the local authority have 
power to bring these matters before the 
Board of Education ; hence the Amend- 
ment is unnecessary. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON asserted 
that there was nothing in the Bill which 
conferred on the local education authority 
either the power or the duty of interfer- 
ing with respect to infractions of the 
Conscience Clause. Did the hon. and 
learned Gentleman suggest that the 
managers had the power specified in the 
Amendment? Suppose the Conscience 
Clause were infringed by a teacher ; 
would the board of managers have power 
to deal with complaints in the manner 
suggested in the Amendment? It was 
only reasonable that they should have it. 
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(1.0.) Sik ROBERT FINLAY said it 


was admitted that the alleged cases were 
extremely rare. [‘‘ No.’’] The right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for East Wolver- 
hampton said expressly that such cases 
were rare. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON said the 
question was not as to the rarity of the 
cases, but as to the expected character of 
the board of managers under the new 
law. The Attorney General said that 
under the new law things would be 
quite different. But they did not yet 
know how the majority of the board 
of management was to be constituted. 
There were to be four foundation 
managers, but no further definition had 
been given. It could only be inferred 
that the four new managers were to 
be somewhat of the same character as 
those under the existing trust deeds. 
According to the trust deed, of which 
he had a copy, there would be the 
principal clergyman of the parish, his 
curate—— 


* THe CHAIRMAN: Really, the hon. 
Member is now discussing the character 
of the board of managers in detail. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON said he 
was answering the argument of the 
Attorney General that there was no need 
of the Amendment because the managers 
would be of a certain kind. He was 
going on to show that that kind 
consisted of the clergyman, his curate, 
and two persons who were willing to 
swear that for the last two years they 
had been communicating members of 
the Church of England. He did not 
know that that was a board more to 
be trusted than the local authority. 


Mr. BLACK (Banffshire) asked 
whether, supposing an admitted intrac- 
tion of the Conscience Clause were 
brought to the attention of the local 
education authority, it would constitute 
a good ground for the dismissal of the 
offending teacher under the previous 
portion of the Clause. If that question 
were answered in the affirmative, the 
Government might reasonably claim to 
have the best of the argument. If, 
however, the answer were in the 
negative, those whose consciences had 
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been outraged by the infraction of the 
Conscience Clause would be a great 
deal worse off than before. At present 
the Board of Education had power to 
suspend the grant straight away, and 
the offending school suffered a direct 
loss, and the managers had to maintain 
it out of their own pockets. The Clause 
would have to do with people who 
wished to go as far as they could in 
the direction of infringing the Conscience 
Clause, and consequently, knowing the 
local education authority would not go 
the length of putting them out of the 
list of public elementary schools and 
building a school at the ratepayers’ 
expense, the offending parties would 
push the infraction of the Conscience 
Clause a great deal further than they 
would otherwise do. 


Str ROBERT FINLAY thought the 
hon. Member had misunderstood the 
objection of his hon. friends to the 
Amendment. They thought it unneces- 
sary because the local educationauthority, 
as the Bill stood, undoubtedly had power 
to report to the Board of Education. 
The case supposed was that of a teacher 
who was so active that the Government 
grant to the school was lost. Whether 
that was an “educational ground” he 
did not like to be too certain, but it 
seemed to be uncommonly near it, 
because if the teacher continued in his 
courses the Government grant would be 
forfeited. But the way in which the 
scheme would work in such a case was, 
that the local authority would call the 
attention of the managers to what was 
going on, and to the fact that the school 
would lose the Government grant, and 
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clerical manager. The Committee would, 
therefore, do well to consider the inatter 
from the point of view of what the 
clerical managers would do in this 
respect. So long as the typical trust deed 
of the National Society was accepted, 
the sole authority in the last resort 
would be the incumbent of the parish. 
Of late years there had been growing up 
in the denominational schools, a new 
difficulty with regard to the Conscience 


'Clause—a difficulty not as between the 


Established Church teacher and the child 
of a Dissenter, but as between the child 
of a Low Churchman and the teaching 


| imposed on the school by a High Church 


| clergyman. 


The Clause under considera- 
tion and the Conscience Clause depen- 
dent upon it, hardly met that. situation. 


| A separate class-room and some kind of 


be no longer maintained out of the rates , 


if the practices were continued. 


Mr. BLACK said the hon. and learned 
Member had hardly answered his 
question ; he would really like a ‘‘ yes” 
or “no” answer. 


*Mr. YOXALL said that, while it might 
be true that cases of infraction of Clause 7 
and the Conscience Clause might be very 
rare, when they did occur they occurred 


separate teaching could be provided for 
the children withdrawn because their 
parents were Nonconformists or Jews, 
but that provision could not be made for 
half the children in the Church schools 
who might be withdrawn from the teach- 
ing in the religious hour because that 
teaching had become imbued by the in- 
structions of aclergyman sf High Church 
character. The appeal to the Board of 
Education was not efficacious, and it 
seemed to him that there was a good 
case made out for carrying the existing 
law farther than had been the case in 
the past. 


* THE CHAIRMAN pointed out that 
the remarks of the hon. Member were 
not relevant to the Amendment. 


*Mr. YOXALL said he thought it was 
the duty of the Committee to see that a 
better method of putting the existing 
law into operation was obtained. 


*(1.15.) Si W. HART DYKE (Kent, 
Dartford) said that so far as the 
discussion had gone it paid high testi- 
mony to the utility of the operation of 
the Bill. Whatever difficulties there 
might have been in the past with regard 
to parents, at all events, when this Bill 
became law, they would not fail to dis- 
appear. As he understood the matter, 


not through the fault of the teacher of his | hon. Members opposite were not satisfied 
own instance and option, but as the with the Bill as it stood, and they 


result of stress and influence placed upon | wanted to 


know how it would 


him by the managers—particularly the, operate in the case of difficulties raised 


Mr. Blac’. 
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by the parents. Hon. Members oppo- 
site seemed to forget that whatever 
happened the Board of Education 
would not part with the absolute con- 
trol they had over elementary education. 
Control must be absolute with them, for 
they held the purse strings, and wherever 
a case existed which was detrimental to 
good education they would retain in the 
future the power which they had today. 
The local education authority, so far as 
the Bill was concerned, were absolutely 
supreme in dealing with all secular 
education, but he apprehended that 
where a chaotic state of things existed 
in regard to religious differences the 
local education authority would have 
power to interfere. 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: The 
Attorney General has told us the 
opposite. 


*sir W. HART DYKE said the 
local authority were responsible for 
good education in every school in their 
district, and if a state of things existed 
through the action of the managers 
which produced strong religious feelings 
of bitterness, that would be hostile to 
education n that school and destructive 
of its success. There must be unity of 
action between the two authorities, and 
hon. Members opposite seemed to forget 
that the first general Clause laid down 
distinctly that this authority was to act 
in accordance with a scheme which 
had to be approved by the Board of 
Education. Therefore there must be 
unity of action between these two bodies 
as regarded all difficulties. Both these 
bodies were responsible for public funds, 
one to the locality and the other at 
Whitehall, and they were also respon- 
sible for providing a good education and 
for the conducting of education in every 


school in England and Wales. The first 
thing that would happen in a case of 


difficulty would be that the represen- 
tative of the local authority would at 
once call attention to the state of affairs 
existing in that particular school. There 
would beaninquiry. The local authority 
would say to the Education Committee: 
“There are very great grievances in 
connection with this school. and we have 
had complaints."’ They would have to 
make an inquiry, and if their investiga- 
tions satisfied them that the state of 
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things existing in that school was in- 
jurious to education, they would call the 
attention of the head authority at 
Whitehall, which would be responsible 
for the scheme, to the matter. What 
would be the result? The education 
authority at Whitehall would immediately 
call the attention of the managers to the 
same thing, and say to them “This 
state of thing: cannot continue, and if it 
does we shall refuse your grant.” ‘That 
was not an unfair description of what 
would take place. When the hon. 
Member mentioned the grievances of all 
these parents with respect to the religious 
difficulty, he must again remind the 
Committee of the earnest speech made 
by the head representative of the Union 
of Teachers, in which he stated em- 
phaticaly that after twenty years’ 
experience as a teacher in board schools 
and voluntary schools in’ this country, 
he knew of no case of complaint in 
regard to religious education. He had 
tried to explain to the Committee what 
he thought would be the common-sense 
arrangement under the Act. 


Sir HENRY FOWLER said he should 
like to put a concrete case, which he had 
already alluded to upon a former occasion. 
In this instance the children had been 
withdrawn from religious teaching at 
the commencement of the school on 
account of the conscientious objection 
of their parents. ‘The children had 
already walked miles upon a pouring 
wet morning, and upon presenting them- 
selves at the school these children were 
told by the manager of the school or the 
teacher—‘ No, you are not entitled to 
come in now; the school has not com- 
menced yet for secular education. You 
must remain outside until the religious 
instruction is over.’’ Could the com- 
mencement of the school be set 
apart for religious instruction, and 
would the local managers of that 
school be entitled to say, “ You have 
nothing whatever to do with the 
time table. This is religious education, 
and we can do what we like.” What 
power had they got to deal with that 
case under this Bill? The Attorney 
General said there were certain powers 
which would obviate this complaint. 
The hon. Member for Tewkesbury 
said it would be illegal to do it, but that 








745 Education 
a common-sense Board of Managers 
would do it. His right hon. friend the 
Mem ber for Dartford had drawn a picture 
of what would take place, and that was 
very much what they wanted to take 
place ; but it would be prevented from 
taking place by these very conditions. 
In the case he had given the managers 
of the school did not violate the Con- 
science Clause. 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY said if there 
was no Violation of the C onscience Clause 
it had no bearing opon the Amendment. 
The question as to what would happen 
under those circumstances, it being 
admitted that there was no infraction of 
the Conscience Clause, was one which 
he had better not deal with on this 
Amendment. 


(1.25.) Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON 
(Tower Hamlets, Poplar) said the Attor- 
nevy-General said this case was not legally 
a breach of the Conscience Clause. 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY: I did not say 
that. I said that the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for East Wolverhampton 
put a case assuming that there was no 
breach of the Conscience Clause. This 
Amendment deals only with cases in 
which there has been a breach of the 
Conscience Clause. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON said that 
when a person complained about this 
breach of the Conscience Clause the Educa- 
tion Department were entitled to say, “ It 
is not a distinct breach and we are not 
entitled to interfere.” If such complaints 
were made to the local authority they 
could go and see the managers, and the 
grievancescould be immediately remedied. 
They might not have the actual legal 
right, but being the local authority and 
having the power to see into it, they 
would see that the particular complaint 
was remedied. The great advantage of 


this Amendment would be that these 
grievances would be dealt with at 
once by the education authority. 


Everybody admitted that the Educa- 
tion Department had full power to 
deal with this matter, but it did not 


{COMMONS} 


follow that they were necessarily in a ' 


position to deal with it. These disputes 
were very much personal questions, and 
Sir [he url Fouler, 
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turned upon a very slight difference of 
evidence; and it was the most difficult 
thing in the world to deal with a re. 
ligious question. The Education Depart- 
ment had very often to deal with these 
questions upon paper evidence, and this 
method was so difficult that very often 
the Department felt obliged not to take 
any action, because it would involve the 
whole cessation of grants to that particu- 
lar school. On the other hand, when 
it came to the local authority sending 
one of their body to talk the matter over 
with the teachers and parents, it was 
obvious they would be able to deal with 
many of these difficulties. He thought 
the most valuable contribution in favour 
of this Amendment was the speech of the 
right hon. Member for Dartford. They 
desired that the local authority should 
have power to deal with these matters. 
The Attorney-General had argued that 
they could not give this power to two 
different authorities, and that therefore 
it must remain, as at present, in the 
hands of the Department. Thespeech of 
the hon. Member for Tewkesbury 
seemed to be absolutely sound in favour 
of the Amendment. They should put 
into the Bill what the local authority was 
to do where there was a breach of the 
Conscience Clause. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR appealed to 
the Committee to bring this discussion 
to aclose. He thought the arguments 
on both sides had now been placed be- 
fore the Committee. 


Sir JOSEPH LEESE (Lancashire, Ac- 
crington) said that cases were Very rare 
under the Conscience Clause, but every- 
body was aware that they did sometimes 
occur. When they did arise the local 
authority should be in a position to 
receive complaints and make inquiry. 
He ventured to say that it was a condi- 
tion precedent to the inquiry that the 


‘local authority should have power to 


receive complaints in regard to the 
matter to be inquired into. 


Mr. SPEAR (Devonshire, Tavistock) 
said he believed the control originally 
provided in the Bill was sufficient for all 
purposes, but the Committee had seen 
fit to amplify that control in certain 
particulars. Having made that depar- 
ture he thought they were now dealing 
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with one of the most important points 
that could come up. While he did not 
share the fears of the Nonconformists in 
connection with this Bill, he thought it 
would be a concession to the spirit of 
perhaps unreasonable suspicion and 
would remove some feeling of uneasiness 
if the Amendment were accepted. He 
held that eight Churchmen out of ten 
were as anxious as Nonconformists to 
deal justly with the claims of Noncon- 
formists, but here and there they had 
unreasonable elergymen or Churchmen 
who did not appreciate the conscientious 
feelings of the Nonconformists The 
agceptance of the Amendment would 
secure that whatever that unwise clergy- 
man sought to deal disrespectfully with 
the conscientious feelings of Noncon- 
formists the local authority would have 
specific directions to deal with 
the case. Consequently, he, as a 
warm supporter of the main principles of 
the Bill, believed that the acceptance of 
the Amendment or of similar words. 
would remove the feeling of anxiety and 
tend to promote the cordial co-operation 
which they all hoped would be shown in 
carrying out the provision of the Bill. 


*Mr. BRIGG (Yorkshire, W.R., Keighley) 
suid he would state facts in his own 
experience, which would, he thought, be 
much more convincing than some of 
the speeches the Committee had heard, 
He knew a village, partly manufacturing. 
partly farming, in which it had been the 
custom of the clergymen from time to 
time to take the children out of the 
school—it was a one-school village—into 
the church at eleven o'clock on certain 


saints’ days. Who these saints were 
he did not know. The largest propor- 
tion of the children in this Chureh 


school were those of Nonconformist 
parents, He took upon himself to 
inquire why those Nonconformist parents 
did not withdraw their children from 
school or complain of their being brought 
Into church to be taught the Church 
catechism and other things. They said 
they did not want to make complaints. 
A blacksmith in the village said to him, 
“Oh, you know our customers are 
farmers in the district, and it would not 
do to make these complaints. Another 
man, a grocer, said, “1 do take an active 
part in the chapel, but there are 


plenty of farmers round here who are , rate. 
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customers. They come and get things 
in my shop and I do not want to 
offend them.” That was the — state 
of things they wanted to deal with 
by the Amendment. The inspector 
would come in contact with the cases in 
the schools, and complaints might be 
made to him by the parents, though 
they would not venture to complain 
direct to the Department in Whitehall. 


Mr. SOARES (Devonshire, Barnstaple) 
said anyone who knew anything what- 
ever of the strong position taken up by 
the Nonconformists with regard to this 
Bill must recognise the fact that one of 
the results of passing the Bill would be 
an increase of sectarian bitterness in 
every parish throughout the kingdom. 
One of the results also would be that 
more people would avail themselves of 
the Conscience Clause than in the past. 
On the other hand, when they had 
small men as managers of schools a 
certain amount of reprisals would be 
undertaken, and there might be more 
petty tyranny than in the past. He did 
not say that there would be many of 
those tyrannies. His own experience was 
that the managers and clergymen were 
broad-minded men, but there was no 
doubt whatever that there was an in- 
tolerant minority, and it was their duty 
to protect the children against that 
minority when there was any infraction 
of the Conscience Clause. It seemed to 
him that there was only one way pro- 
posed by the Bill, namely, to threaten 
the managers that the grant would be 
withdrawn and a_ new school built. 
That was an utterly absurd threat to 
make. It was using a steam-hammer to 
crush an egg-shell. He would support 
the Amendment. 


Dr. MACNAMARA = (Camberwell. 
N.) said Section 7 of the Act of 
1870 had worked very well indeed. 
The infractions had been rare. He 
believed the whole Committee would 
accept that view. [Cries of “ No.’ 
Then he believed the great bulk of the 
Committee would admit that the infrac- 
tions had been rare. Notwithstanding 
that he suggested to the Prime Minister 
the extreme desirableness of accepting 
the substance of the Amendment at any 
Under Clause 6 of this Bill the 
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local authority would have all the 
powers and duties of the School Board | 
affecting their own schools. 
do exactly what School Boards had done | 
in the past under Section 7 
Act of 1870. What was to be done 
with regard to the non-provided schools ? 
They had given to local authority full 


control over secular education, but this | 


was not secular education. He was 
dealing with the non-provided schools, 
and under the law, as it stood, which 
would be incorporated in the present 
Bill, the local education authority would 
have no right to make any inquiry in 
regard to any complaint. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said that the 
appointed managers would look after 
them. 


Dr. MACNAMARA said he under- 
stood the other night that the managers 
were to work as a whole. ‘Two of the 
managers had no right to inquire into 
this matter and the other four had. 
[ MINISTERIAL cries of ‘No, no.’] Well, 
all the six managers had, and they were 
to represent their complaint to the 
Board of Education. [Cries of “ Yes.”’} 
Very well, now they were getting this 
matter cleared up. The two public 
representatives and the four trust 
managers could inquire into any infrac- 
tion of sub-Sect ons 1 and 2 of the Act 
of 1870, and make representations to the 
Board of Education, but they were not 
to make their representations to the 
local education authority. [Cries from 
the Ministerial Benches of “ No, no.”| 
No, because the education authority 
would have no power. 


*THoe CHAIRMAN said that if that view | 


was enforced, the Amendment was out 
of order. 


Dr. MACNAMARA said that that 
was not a matter for him. 
bottom of the sub-Section it was set 
forth that any scholar might be with- 
drawn by his parent from religious in- 
struction without forfeiting any benefits 
of the scholar. Well, if the scholar was 
withdrawn that was a matter on which 
the education authority would have no 
control, although they had control over 
secular education. He contended that 


Dr. Macnamara, 


{COMMONS} 


They would | | same. 


of the | to leave out the words ‘“‘ deal with,” 
| make it read ‘‘and to receive, 


At the | 


to answer questions ? 
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| the system of the provided schools and the 


| non-provided schools should be exactly the 
He would ask the Prime Minister 
to accept this form of Amendment, viz.. 
and to 
inquire 
into, and represent to the Education 
Department any complaints,” ete. That 
would leave the law absolutely fair with 
regard to both sets of schools, and the 


procedure would be in both what it was 


now in regard to the board schools. 


Amendment proposed to the proposed 
Amendment— 

“To leave out the words ‘deal with, and 
insert the words ‘represent to the Board of 
Education,’ ”"—(Dr. Macnamara.) 


Question proposed, ‘ That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of 
the proposed Amendment.” 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said he couldnot 
agree quite with his hon. friend that the 
local authority could not now, or should 
not, under the Bill, have the power to 
deal with complaints of this kind ; and 
he confessed he preferred the words 
as moved by the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for South Aberdeen. All 
that they asked was that the same 
powers should be given in the case of 
the non-provided schools as in the case 
of the provided schools. They wanted to 
have the same power that if a teacher, 
paid by the local authority, was guilty of 
an infraction of the Conscience Clause he 
could be dismissed by the local authority. 
He understood from the Attorney: 
General that the local authority had a 
power of inquiry. He would put a case 
of this sort. Suppose the local authority 
called for an explanation from the Board 
of Managers, and that they said ‘ You 
have nothing to do with it; this is 
purely a_ religious question.” Take 
another point. Suppose that a_ local 
inquiry was to be held, and that the 
managers were called upon to attend, 
but refused. What means had _ the 
county authority of compelling them! 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY: How could 
we confer any power to compel managers 
If the managers 
did not answer questions, they would be 
self-condemned. 
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Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said he could 


not agree with his right hon. friend. 
[i it was not made part of the 
junction of the local authority to deal 


vith those complaints, but if it was the 
business of the Board of Education, they 
would have a perfect right to refuse to 
answer questions or to giveanexplanation. 
That was the whole point. This discussion 
was becoming simply farcical when it was 
suggested that the Bill was to be admin- 
istered by means of complaints through 
the penny post to the Education Depart- 
ment by any one out of thirty-five millions 
of people. Was that the administration 
and control of secular education | What 
they wanted to know was if there was 
to be an effective right of inquiry, and 
to call tor evidence or explanations on 
the part of the managers in their defence. 


As the Bill stood, the managers might 
ay “This is no business of yours.” 


The Prime Minister constantly replied, 
“You have your own managers, and 
they can make inquiry,” but they were 
ina permanent minority. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said that even a 
minority could take independent action. 
that it 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said 
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might have a monoply of administration. 
All that they asked for was that the 
minority should have the right of a 
proper inquiry into the facts when the 
majority of the managers did not want 
inquiry. The two representative man- 
agers could only act as a part of the 
body to which they belonged, and the 
moment they began to act on their own 
initiative they ceased to act as managers, 


and only acted as individuals. ‘They 
had no power. Here was one of the 
best tests as to whether the Noncon- 


formists of the country were going to be 
protected by this Bill. He was glad 
that this Amendment had been moved ; 
it showed that all the talk about complete 
control was really not intended, and that 
the position would be in the future as it 
had been in the past. 


(1.58.) Mr. A. J 
place, and claimed to move, 
Question be now put.” 


. BALFOUR rose in his 
“ That the 


Question put, “ That the Question be 


now put.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 1 8 ; 
Noes, 79. (Division List No. 418.) 


struck him sometimes that a minority 
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TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
| Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hood and Mr. Anstruther. 


Smith, JamesParker(Lanarks.) | Vinecent,Col.SirC. E.H(Shefti’ld 


(2.52.) Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT, 
whohad an Amendment on the Paper pro- 
viding that the local education authority 
shall have power to inspect the school, 
‘and their inspectors shall present yearly 
tothe Education Department their reports 
as to the state and efficiency of the 
schools,”’ said he understood that the 
previous evening objection was taken to 
an Amendment with reference to inspec- 
tion, and it was indicated that another 
place might be found in the Bill to deal 
with the subject separately. If this 
was the case, then he would postpone 
what he had to say on the subject of 
inspection until the point was raised 
later. He would like, however, to have 
a clear understanding from the Govern- 
ment that there would be a future 
opportunity to discuss the Question. 


*Sir WILLIAM ANSON said that 
the previous evening, in opposi- 
tion to an Amendment similar in 


character to that of the right hon. 
Gentleman, objection was raised that it 
imposed a condition on the maintenance 
of public elementary schools which they 
themselves had no opportunity of ful- 
filling, because it rested with the local 
education authority, and, in the case of 
the right hon. Gentleman’s Amendment, 
not even with the local authority, but 
the local authority’s inspectors. The 
Amendment, therefore, was not only out 
of place, but it would reduce the Clause 
to absurdity. It was also pointed out 
that if the subject of inspection was to 
be treated it should be treated as a 
whole at a different stage in the Bill. 
There would no doubt be an opportunity 
of raising the question, but he was not 
in a position to give any pledge that the 
Government would create that oppor- 
tunity. It would have to be created by 


hon. Members opposite, but that such 
an opportunity would arise he thought 
there could be no doubt. 

Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT - said 
that an opportunity to which the 
Government were not favourable was 
not much ofan opportunity. He did not 
think the Committee could accept the 
statement of the hon. Member with any 
great expectation that the subject of 
inspection would ve considered at all. If 
that was the case, he might as well state 
on the Amenc!ment he had placed on the 
Paper why he thought the subject of 
inspection should be dea'c with in the 


Bill. 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY appealed tothe 
right hon.Gentleman not to proceed with 
his Amendment. The words proposed 
would add as a condition to the right of 
maintenance that the inspectors should 
present yearly to the Education De- 
partment their reports as to the state of 
efficiency of the schools. The performance 
of that duty rested entirely with the in- 
spectors of the local education authority, 
and he appealed tothe right hon. Gentle- 
man not to propose an Amendment which 
laid down as a condition of the right of 
a school to mainteaance something 
which rested entirely in the option of 
the local education authority inspectors. 
It was putting in something as a condi- 
tion which, however right it might be in 
its proper place, was meaningless and 
repugnant in the Clause. He thought, 
indeed, that the subject was really a 
point of order. 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT said that 
it might be desirable in that case to 
make his Amendment mandatory, and 
not conditional. He assumed that the 
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education authority would inspect the! 


schools. It was essential that there 
should be inspection by this authority 
for this reason. There was to bea county 
rate for these schools, and the ratepayers 
ought to know what was the general 
condition of the schools for which they 
were to pay that rate. This could only 
be known by reports made to them as to 
the condition of each school. If those 
reports were satisfactory the ratepayers 
would then say, *‘ Very well, we will 
agree to the rate.” The county 
authority had a right to say that 
they would not pay the rate to 
support machinery which was not doing 
the work for which such a rate ought to 
be raised, and it was perfectly plain that 
if they did not have some provision of 
this kind the ratepayers of the county 
would be entitled to resist the rate, 
because no account would be rendered 
tothem of the condition of the schools 
for which they paid. They would not 


know whether they were paying tor 
things which were worth the money. 


It should be the business of the education 
vuthority, through an inspection of every 
shool in the county, to render an 
iccount to the ratepayers of what they 
were paying for. How were the county 
authority to render an account to the 
ratepayers of the condition of the schools 
in respect of which the rate was levied ? 
He did not wish to prolong this discus- 
sion now if there was an understanding 
that there would be an opportunity given 
of dealing with the question of inspec- 
tion. Every ratepaver had a right to 
refuse the rate unless the education 
authority rendered an account of how 
the rate was expended, and what was 
the condition of the schools upon which 
it had been expended. That seemed 
absolutely vital to this question. There 
must be a record kept of the condition 
of the schools by the people who were 
responsible to the Education Department. 
This must be placed upon record, so that 
every ratepayer in the county might 
know that the school had been inspe sted 
by the local authority. This question 
had nothing to do with the Education 
Department i in London, for no one could 
answer for this inspection except the 
local education authority. If it was out 
of place at this stage, he was perfectly 
willing to raise this distinct question 
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upon another occasion if the Govern- 
ment would give an opportunity of con- 
sidering the question of inspection, 
without which no ratepayer was bound 
to pay the rate. He assumed that there 
would be an inspection, for the local 
authority must satisfy themselves that 
the schools were in a proper condition. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 3, line 13, atter the word ‘ school,’ to 
‘and their inspectors shall 
present yearly to the Education Department 
their reports as to the state and efficiency of 
the schools.’ °--(Sir William Harcourt.) 


Question proposed “ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


(3.5.) Mr. A. J. BALFOUR hoped 
the right hon. Gentleman would not press 
his Amendment, because it was absurd 
and impossible where it was now proposed. 


Sin WILLIAM HARCOURT said he 
had already stated that he was perfectly 


| willing to yield to that objection if they 


had an indication that this matter would 


be dealt with as a separate matter. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said the right 
hon. Gentleman should raise the question 
of inspection in some place where it could 
be reasonably dealt with. His right hon. 
friend admitted that it was not very 
important that this question should be 
raised here, and considering the extra- 
ordinary amount of time they were spend- 
ing over these points he hoped the right 
hon. Gentleman would not press his Amend- 
ment. But he quite agreed that the 
education authority was responsible to 
the ratepayers, and that it would have 
not only to submit its accounts to audit, 
but to make itself acquainted with the 
condition of the schools in its district. 
But this was not the place to discuss those 
excellent objects. 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT said that 
he had asked for a statement of that kind 
at the very commencement of his remarks, 
and if the right hon. Gentleman thought 
this was not the proper place to insert 
such a condition he would yield to that 
at once. He was perfectly satisfied with 
the statement the First Lord of the 
Treasury had made, and he would ask 
leave to withdraw his Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


2E 
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Mr. BRYCE said that he wished 
to insert after the word “school ” the words 
“and to determine the time to be allowed 
for secular instruction and religious in- 
struction respectively.” 


*THe CHAIRMAN said that the object 
of the Amendment was covered by the 
words in sub-Section («) providing that the 
managers should carry out any directions 
of the local education authority as to 
secular instruction. 


Mr. BRYCE said, if he understood the 
ruling which had just been given, it was 
that under the provision with regard to 
secular education the local authority had 
full power to determine how much time 
was to be given to secular instruction, and 
it was only because this was left in doubt 
that he moved his Amendment. Under 
these circumstances he did not wish to 
detain the Committee. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: Do I under- 
stand that the authority will have the 
right to declare what time, what particular 
hours of the day, shall be given to secular 
instruction ? 


*THE CHAIRMAN : I should think so. 
It does not interfere with religious instrue- 
tion at all. With the hours of religious 
instruction, I take it, the Committee have 
decided that the local education authority 
are to have no power to interefere. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: I am afraid 
I have not made myself clear. Let me 
put a practical illustration. Supposing 
the local authority were to say that 
secular instruction shall be given between 
the hours of 9 and 11.30, and the man- 
agers said “ We are anxious that religious 
instruction shall be given between 9 and 
9.30,” what is to happen ? 


*Tue CHAIRMAN I think the 
managers would have to begin their 
religious instruction at 8.30. 


* Mr. HERBERT ROBERTSON 
(Hackney, 8.) moved to leave out all 
the words of the sub-Section after the 
word “school.” The effect of the sub- 
Section as it stood was that the man- 
agers were to keep the accounts. He 
believed none of them wanted that, but 
that all of them wanted the local educa- 
tion authority to keep its own accounts. 
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This difficulty had been foreseen by 
several hon. Members opposite who had 
put down Amendments on this point. 
He took it that the managers would be 
bound to dispose of the money in a 
particular manner, and be the actual 
agents of the authority. The hon. 
Member for North Camberwell had put 
down an Amendment which would 
take away the power of audit from the 
education authority and give it to the 
Education Department. 


Dr. MACNAMARA: No; to the Local 


Government Board. 


*Mr. HERBERT ROBERTSON said 
he apprehended that the real object cf 
the hon. Member's Amendment was 
to have the account of the local educa. 
tion authority audited by the Local 
Government Board. Hedid not think he 
need say any more upon this point, for 
he thought he had shown conclusively 
that the words in the Bill would give 
managers the power of keeping accounts 
and saying how the money was to be 
spent. 


Amendment proposed— 
“In page 3, line 12, to leave out from the 
word ‘school, to end of line 13.° — (Wr. Aer 
hert Robertson.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words 
‘and the accounts’ stand part of the 
Clause.” 


*Stir CHARLES DILKE (Glow 
cestershire, Forest of Dean) said he 
believed that, on the point of law. the 
Government, if they agreed to this 


Amendment, would be on the right 
lines. He agreed that they were the 


accounts of the education authority, 
and not of the managers at all, and 
that, even if these words were omitted. 
they would be subject to an audit. But 
the question was, what sort of an audit 
This matter had always been one of 
great complexity and difficulty. At the 
prestnt moment the accounts of School 
Boards were subject to a satisfactory 
audit under the Act of 1870. ‘They 
were audited at the office of the School 
Board,andthe School Board districts, being 
mostly small in area, there was a very close 
analogy between them and the voluntary 
schools, The audit held at the office o 
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the School Board within the school 
district by the district auditor was one 
which was thoroughly satisfactory, but 
it did not apply to the voluntary 
schools, and the result was that the 
finance of voluntary schools was of the 
weirdest character. He had _ been 
allowed to peruse the accounts of some 
voluntary schools, and he did not think 
it would be denied by the strongest 
frends of voluntary schools that, 
although their accounts were not 
wickedly fraudulent, they were some- 


times fraudulent in the sense of 
not having much relation to the 
facts. He admitted that there were 
cases Where the accounts were 


admirably kept in voluntary schools 
but the present practice of voluntary 
schools had led to the most extra- 
ordinary finance in the case of some of 
them. Under the Act of 1897, the audit 
of the accounts of voluntary schools had 
sometimes been disastrously bad, and 
he did not think they should part with 
these words until they knew exactly 
what was going to happen.  Every- 
thing turned on what the practical 
character of the audit was going to be. 


*Mr. HERBERT ROBERTSON said 
the accounts now would not be those of 
the managers but of the local education 
authority, and he agreed that they 
should be well audited. 


*SirnCHARLES DILKEsaid they could 
not part with those words until they 
knew exactly what was going to hap- 
pen, and while he agreed that the Bill, 
without those words, made the accounts 
of voluntary schools subject to a Local 
Government Board audit, his point was 
that everything turned upon what the 


practical character of that audit was | 


going tobe. The present audit of School 
Board accounts and Parish Councils was 


pertectly satisfactory, for it gave ex- | 


pressly the power to every parochial 
elector to be present at all times to take 
copies, and inspect the accounts, and it 
directly promoted the raising of indi- 
vidual objections by individual rate- 
payers. The result had been that an 
enormous number of individua! objec- 
tions had been raised, both in the case 
of School Boards and in the case of 
Parish Councils. They had been objec- 
tions which had either been sustained 
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and surcharged or allowed and remitted 
by the Local Government Board under 
their equitable jurisdiction. Those objec- 
tions they had got to encourage. He was 
afraid that the other kind of Local 
Government Board audit, to which 
County Councils were subjected, might 
be the audit under this Bill, and if the 
audit of the accounts of voluntary 
schools was only that kind of audit it 
would not be satisfactory. and it would 
not check these abuses, and would not 
have the effect which the audit had had 
in the case of small School Boards and 
Parish Councils. There were seldom any 
objections in the case of the county 
audit, where the individual ratepayer did 
not appear very much. A_ separate 
auditor, from time to time, had been ap- 
pointed, and the accounts being of 
extraordinary bulk and detail it was the 
clerks really who did the work, and the 
individual ratepayer did not come 
in at all and did not attend. If 
the accounts of County Councils were 
good enough to pass muster they sel- 
dom raised these controversial questions, 
but the accounts of voluntary schools 
were of a totally different character. 
It would not be safe for them simply to 
accept these general principles. They 
ought to have a definite statement of 
what would be done. He agreed that 
the Local Government Board had full 
powers, that their staff was good on the 
whole, and that they ought to be allowed 
to deal with the matter. But the ques- 
tion was how it was to be dealt with, 
and that was very important. The 
Committee should have in advance some 
sketch of the way in which the Local 
Government Board was going to act in 
future. 


(3.30.) THE PRESIDENT or tHE 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. 
Water Lone, Bristol, 8S.) said the right 
hon. Gentleman had dealt with two 
subjects, one of which ought to come 
under Clause 13, and not under that 
the Committee were now discussing. 
Clause i3 dealt with the question of 
audit and would come before the Com- 
mittee for discussion later on, but at the 
same time there was no objection to 
state the view of the Government as to 
the question now before them. The 
proposal in the Bill as it stood was one 
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which he thought all were agreed would 
not satisfactorily meet the case. The 
object was that the accounts of the 
authority responsible for the disburse- 
ment of the money should be audited by 
responsible auditors. When the Bill 
passed all the revenue of the schools 
derived from rates or Government grants 
would be received, not by the School 
Boards or by the managers of the 
voluntary schools, but by the local edu- 
cation authority. It was the accounts 
of the local authority, therefore, and not 
the parochial or district accounts, which 
ought to be subjected to a strict system 
of audit. If the suggestion of the right 
hon. Baronet were to be adopted, it 
would be necessary to have two audits, 
one of the local education authority’s 
accounts, and the other of the parochial 
accounts, The latter would be of little 
value, but it would add enormously to 
the work of the auditors and involve 
considerable expenditure. As the Com- 
mittee knew, the costs of the audit system 
of the country were met almost entirely 
by charges in the shape of stamps, and 
it would be very unfair to put on the 
managers the cost of the audit of their 
parochial school accounts. On the 
other hand, it would be unjust to charge 
that cost to the County Council, because 
they would have to pay twice over for 
the audit. What was desired was that 
there should be a Government audit by 
district auditors, perfectly independent 
of any Government Department, although 
appointed by the Government. They 
would exercise their powers in a judicial 
capacity, and see that the money spent 
had been spent according to law. That 
audit was as complete as it could well be. 
The Government proposed to accept the 
Amendment, and, by the omission of 
these words, to subject the accounts of 
the local education authority to the 
ordinary system of Government audit 
which obtained at the present time. 


Mr. M‘KENNA: What about the 


voluntary schools in a borough ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG said sub-Section 
3 of Clause 13 dealt specially with the 
accounts of schools in the area of a 
borough. That sub-Section set forth— 

‘*Separate accounts shall be kept by the 


council of a borough of their receipts and ex- 
penditure under this Act, and those accounts 


Mr. Walter Long. 
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shall be made up and audited in like manner 
and subject to the same provisions as the 
accounts of a County Council, and the enact- 
ments relating to the audit of those accounts, 
and to all matters incidental thereto and conse- 
quential thereon, including the penal provisions, 
shall apply.” 

It was therefore unnecessary to pro- 
vide in the sub-Section now before the 
Committee for the audit of the accounts 
of schools in a borough area. In this 
particular case the Government would 
accept the Amendment in order to make 
it clear that the audit was to be a Govern- 
ment audit, and not the audit suggested 
in the words proposed to be left out. If 
it were necessary to make it perfectly 
clear that the audit was to be a regular 
one in all senses, words would have to 
be added in Clause 13. As the law stood 
at present, County Council accounts were 
liable to audit in the ordinary way, and 
therefore, after the passing of this Act, 
all their accounts in connection with 
education would come under that general 
law. It was necessary to deal with the 
borough question in Clause 13. 


Sir HENRY FOWLER said he hardly 
followed the right hon. Gentleman in the 
scheme he had proposed. The words 
proposed to be left out— 

** And the accounts of the managers sliall be 
subject to audit by that authority,” 
were very important. If these words 
were left out the practical result would 
be that the accounts of the managers 
would not be audited at all. 


f * Mr. HERBERT ROBERTSON said 
they would have no accounts that were 
to be audited by the local authority. 


Srrk HENRY FOWLER did not under- 
stand that that was so. The right hon. 
Gentleman had objected to a system of 
parochial audit. 


Mr. WALTER LONG said he did _ not 
think he objected to what he might have 
called parochial accounts, but pointed out 
that theaccounts would be kept by the local 
education authority. If there were 
parochial accounts, they would be mereiy 
a repetition of the accounts so kept. 


Sirk HENRY FOWLER said what they 


‘really wanted was an audit of the 


parochial expenditure on a school—he 
referred to the expenditure of public 
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money. The audit of the whole accounts 
of a great county, which might have a 


thousand schools in its area, would be, 


absolutely useless for checking local in- 
accuracy, extravagance, or even illegal 
expenditure on the schools. At present 
they had a perfect system of local audit 
in every parish, conducted by Govern- 
ment auditors, under conditions which 
enabled them to see when an item of ex- 
penditure was illegal. Nr. Cockerton 
had stated even in London when expen- 
diture was illegal. The accounts of the 
Parish Councils were audited, and he 
noticed from the report which had just 
been presented to Parliament by the 
President of the Local Government Board 
that the number of parochial accounts 
audited last year was between 7,000 and 
8,000. The staff of the Local Government 
Board would be quite equal to the work. 
They had already to go into every parish 
where there was a Parish Council and 
every parish where there was a School 
Board, so that the addition to their 
labours would be very small indeed. 
What the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for Forest of Dean wanted was 
that the people who paid the rates should 
have full knowledge of improper expen- 
diture, and that they should have the 
right to go tothe public auditor and say 
they were not legally entitled to be rated 
or taxed for that expenditure. If they 
took the whole of the accounts of the 
West Riding of Yorkshire, the audit 
would be absolutely useless so far as the 
expenditure in the parishes was con- 
cerned. What did the Government mean 
when they put these words in the 
Bill as drawn? The Government had 
said all along that they meant to give 
the local authority control over all the 
expenditure for secular education. This 
did not mean that they would deal with 
every item. They would allot to a 
certain school a certain sum of money, 
and they would fix the teachers’ salaries. 
The expenditure would take place under 
the control of the managers, and under 
the Bill as originally brought in one of 
the conditions of their obtaining their 
position was to be that their accounts 
should be subject to the audit of the 
local education authority. If this sub- 
Section was left out they would get rid 
altogether of this audit, which was the 
most valuable of all. Unless they had a 
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more distinct declaration of what the 
Government intended, he would oppose 
the deletion of the words. 


Mr. WALTER LONG said that he had 
endeavoured to make clear to the House 
that the details in regard to the audit 
must come up upon Clause 13. The 
auditor must hold as responsible for the 
expenditure of public money the one 
authority which had power to spend 
that money—that was to say, the local 
education authority, and not the man- 
agers. The Government proposed to 
make the audit a regular Government 
audit, and if it were necessary in Clause 
13 to make their intentions clearer they 
would do so then. 


Sir HENRY FOWLER asked the right 
hon. Gentleman whether they were to 
understand that in Clause 13 he would 
insert words making it perfectly clear 
that the audit was to be a local one. 


Mr. WALTER LONG said that that 
was part of the regulations issued in 
regard to the audit. He would much 
rather wait until they came to Clause 
13 and state then what appeared to be 
the Government’s view of the right way 
in which to draw up the regulations. 
It seemed to him that they should pro- 
vide for local publication and _ local 
investigation. As the right hon. Gentle- 
man knew, it wasthe duty of the auditor 
to satisfy himself, before he gave his 
certificate, that the accounts had been 
properly kept and the money properly 
spent, and it would be impossible for the 
auditor to satisfy himself on these 
accounts unless he carried his investiga- 
tion further than the county town. 
Therefore he thought that not only 
local publication but local investigation 
would be necessary. 


(3.58.) SiR WILLIAM HARCOURT 
said the right hon. Gentleman’s statement 
seemed perfectly satisfactory with regard 
to the general fund spent by the education 
authority. But there was the subsidiary 
question of certain funds which might 
have been spent by the managers. In 
some form or another there ought to be 
an audit of these. It seemed necessary 
that the education authority should audit 
that particular kind of account. 
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Mr. HENRY HOBHOUSE (Somerset- 
shire, E.) said the question really raised 
by the Clause was not the audit of the 
accounts of the local education authority 
atall. It was the accounts of the managers. 
Under the wording of the Clause as 
already passed, the education authority 
would have full power to insist on the 
managers keeping certain accounts. That 
was constantly done already by the 
county authorities. In his particular 
county, a county treasurer was appointed 
to investigate the accounts of the district 
hodies with which the County Council 
had to deal. That was in addition to 
the Government audit. He knew from 
his own personal experience that the 
audit was of the most searching and 
minute character. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON said 
he entirely agreed with the Govern- 
ment that the words referred to ought 
to be deleted. He had himself put an 
Amendment on the Paper to that effect, 
believing that the words in the sub-Section 
wereunnecessary. Theirconclusionmight 
give rise to inferences derogatory to the 
authority of the County Council. Why 
were the words unnecessary? He 
understood that now the school managers 
would have no money at all of their own. 
That was a very serious position indeed 
for the voluntary schools. All the income 
of the voluntary schools from all sources 
would go into the hotchpot of the County 
Council. None of the money would 
proceed out of it to the manager except 
what the County Council allowed. The 
County Council need not employ managers 
at all for one single item of expenditure. 
They might pay the teachers and all the 
expenses of the school by agents of their 
own; they might select one or two 
managers and make them their agents ; 
they might select an outsider and make 
him their agent ; or they might make 
the whole body of managers their 
agents. In the latter case, the liability 
of the managers to account to their 
principal would be the same as if the 
agent had been aclerk. Therefore the 
managers would only have power of 
expenditure which was the result of 
delegation, and that delegation not only 
gave the right of audit but the right of 
calling to account. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORG Esaid they ought 
not to allow the words to go out until 
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they saw what the Government proposed 
as their substitute. It was exceedingly 
important that there should be an audit, 
and a searching one. The President of 
the Local Government Board had stated 
that all the money passed through the 
hands of the County Council. When the 
auditor came round the County Council 
might say, ‘“‘ We have given a cheque to 
the managers in respect of the accounts of 
that school and this is the voucher for 
that cheque.” He asked the Parliamen- 
tary Secretary how the money was to be 
paid. Was the county treasurer to pay 
by cheque to the managers in order that 
they might pay the teachers, or was the 
treasurer to pay the salaries of the staff 
direct ? 


*Sir WILLIAM ANSON: I cannot 
answer for the proceedings of a body 
which has not come into existence. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said the Com- 
mittee ought to know what was 
contemplated by the Bill. This was 
really very essential as bearing on 
the question of audit and _ control. 
They were now making the teachers part 
of the staff of the County Council (that 
was the theory of the Government), just 
as a road surveyor, or a stonebreaker 
was. Was the money paid by the 
County Council direct, or to the teachers 
by precept to the managers? Lid the 
managers say, “Here is a Budget; we 
want £500 to carry on with; will you 
give us that sum for this session!” 
That would make a great difference to 
the audit. 


Str ROBERT FINLAY said that the 
details of every sum handed over to the 
managers would be subject to the review 
of the district auditors. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said that was 
not an answer to his question. What he 
wanted to know was whether the money 
would be paid direct to the teachers, or 
to the managers. 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY: That would be 
for the local education department to 


decide. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said he wished 
to press the matter further. It was not 
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merely the vouchers of the managers 
that were to be submitted to the auditor, 
but the actual receipts ! 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY: Yes. 
Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said that the 


explanations of Ministers were more 
satisfactory than the Bill. It was very 
important that the audit should be a 
local one. At the present moment the 
Schoo: Board accounts were examined 
upon the spot. Unless a right to in- 
spect the acccunts was given it would 
put it out of the power of an individual 
ratepayer to raise an objection at all. 
Take for instance the purchase of an 
harmonium for a school. If it was pur- 
chased by the managers out of the 
religious fund they might charge a rent 
for it, if it was used in the school, and 
that was a question which some in- 
dividual ratepayer might wish to 
raise before the auditor. They 
knew perfectly well how very im- 
portant the auditor now was. 
Mr. Cockerton had revolutionised the 
whole school administration throughout 
the country. He would be very glad if 
the President of the Local Government 
Board gave the assurance that an oppor- 
tunity would be given to the ratepayers 
to raise objections to the accounts. 


Tue SECRETARY to tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Grant 
Lawson, Yorkshire, N.R., Thirsk), said 
that that would be provided for in the 
regulations which would be made by the 
Department. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said it should 
be in the Bill. A system which worked 
perfectly fairly in regard to merely secu- 
lar matters was turned topsy-turvy 
when they came to touch reiigion. This 
Bill was an illustration of that. In the 
ordinary affairs in life the man who 
paid was the man who had control, 
but in religious affairs one man paid 
and another spent. The difficulty they 
were in was that they could not accept 
anything on trust for this Government. 
They should see that the audit would be 
carried out in a thorough and most 
searching manner before they passed 
trom this Clause. This Clause was the 


Jast straw to which they could cling. 


local authority. 
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[Cheers and laughter from the MINI- 
STERIAL Benches.} Yes, but it might be 
the straw that would break the camel’s 
back. They must have some assurance 
on this matter. When the Grant-in-Aid 
Bill was passing through the House 
they were told that although 5s. per 
child was to be paid, a guid pro quo was 
being given in the shape of a thoroughly 
good system of audit. But the system 
had not been thoroughly effective, for 
the 5s. per child had been paid for five 
years and no account of it had been 
given at all. Before they parted from 
their rates, and £900,000 in addition, 
they had a right to know beforehand 
that there was something in the Act of 
Parliament itself providing for an audit 
being carried out in a thoroughly effec. 
tive manner, and not merely an expres- 
sion of opinion by a minister, however 
honest he might be. School Boards 
kept their accounts propertly by thor- 
oughly trained clerks; why should not 
clergymen be compelled to do the same ? 


Str ROBERT FINLAY: They would 
be. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE thought that 
the right hon. Gentleman was exceedingly 
rash in giving a pledge for 20,000 clergy- 
men. 


Mr. WALTER LONG said he would 
give his word for it that the district 
auditors would adopt the system which 
was at present in use in other Depart- 
ments. They could not give their cer- 
tificates unless they were satisfied that 
the expenditure was legal and that the 
accounts were accurate. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said that that 
explanation would be excellent if they 
could get it in the Bill. Would the 
right hon. Gentleman guarantee to turn 
on those district auditors, see that the 
accounts were published in the locality, 
and that an opportunity was given to 
every individual ratepayer to examine 
them, and enter his protest against any 
item he objected to? 


Dr. MACNAMARA said that all the 
money from public sources—Treasury 
grants and rates—was to go to the 
Would it be competent 
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to hand the money over to the managers | very helpful to the local authorities if 
in a lump sum, and would there be a| that intention was set forth in some 
compulsory audit of the _— of the | regulation, or in the Bill. 


expenditure of that money ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG said that the) 
would not pass the 
accounts unless they were satisfied that 
the money handed by the local authority | 
to the managers had been spent in a | 


district auditors 


legitimate manner. 


Dr. MACNAMARA said _ that 
extremely satisfactory, but it would be Noes, 90. 
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division on the next Question, 


{24 OcToBper 1902} 


Spear, John Ward 
Stanley, Hon. Arthur(Ormskirk 


Stanley, Edward Jas. (Somerset | 


Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt. Hn.J.G.(Oxf'd Univ. 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 
Walrond,Rt. HnSirWilliamH. 


NOES. 


Harcourt, Rt. Hn. Sir William 
Harwood, George 

Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- 
Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Hornunan, Frederick John 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 


Jones, William(Carnarvonshire 


Kinloch SirJounGeorge Smyth 
Leese, Sir Joseph F. (Accrington 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Leng, Sir John 

Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

Maecnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Laren,Sir Charles Benjamin 
Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mather, Sir William 

Mellor, Rt. Hon. Joha William 
Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmathen) 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Moss, Samuel 

Newnes, Sir George 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Partington, Oswald 

Pease, J. A. (Sattron Walden) 
Pickard, Benjamin 

Price, Robert John 


Mr. ANSTRUTHER (St. Andrews 


Burghs), seated and covered, said there 
mistake in the figures 
The Votes given for the 


had been a 
announced. 


Closure numbered 203, not 223. 


Mr. REA (Gloucester) : 


correct number. 


Allan, Sir William (Gateshead) 


203 is the 
Noes, 205. 


AYES. 


Burt, Thomas 


Allen,Charles P(Gloue.,Stroud | Caine, William Sproston 


Ashton, Thomas Gair 


| Caldwell, James 


Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) | Cameron, Robert 


Black, Alexander William 


(4.28.) Question 
‘That the words proposed to be left out 
stand part of the Clause.” 


Bill. 


Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Welby,Lt.Col. A.C. E(Taunton 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
| Williams, RtHnJ Powell-(Birm 
| Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R. 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
| Wylie, Alexander 
| Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Wyndham-Quin, Major W. H. 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
| Younger, William 


774 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hood and Mr Anstruther. 


Reckitt, Harold James 
Reid,Sir Kk. Threshie( Dumfries 
Rige, Richard 

Roberts, John Bryn (Eition) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Schwann, Charles E. 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, Rt HnC.R. (Northants 
Stevenson, Francis 8. 
Strachey, Sir Edward 

Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Thomas,Sir A. (Glamorgan, E. 
Thomas,David Alfred (Merthyr 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R.) 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Wallace, Robert 

Warner, Thomas Courtenay.T 
Wasou, Eugene 

White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.E. 
W oodhouse,SirJ T( Huddersti'd 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. Rea and Mr. Charles 
Hobhouse. 


* Toe CHAIRMAN: The figure will be 


altered from 223 to 203. 


put accordingly, 


The Committee divided:—Ayes, 88 ; 


(Division List No. +21.) 


| Craig, Robert Hunter 

; Crombie, John William 

| Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
| Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh.. 





Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
: Dunean, J. Hastings 
Edwards, Frank 


| Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
| Causton, Richard Knight 
| Cawley, Frederick 


sryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Burns, John 








775 Education 


Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fenwick, Charles 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co. 
Gladstone, Rt HnHerbertJohn 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grant, Corrie 

Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Harcourt,Rt. Hon. Sir William 
Harwood, George 

Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hayter, Rt. Hon.Sir Arthur D. 
Heime, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon.Charles H. 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jones, William(Carnarv’nshire 
Kinloch,SirJohnGeorgeSmyth 
Leese,SirJ osephF.(Accringtou 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Leng, Sir John 

Lloyd-George, David 


Agnew, Sir Thomas Noel 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. JoscelineFitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balearres, Lord 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt. Hn.Gerald W (Leeds 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barry, Sir Francis T. (Windsor) 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Bathurst,|Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Boulnois, Edmund 
Bowles,T.Gibson(King’sLynn) 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brooktield, Colonel Montagu 
Brown, Alexander H. (Shropsh. 
a mer, William Ernest 

Bullard, Sir Harry 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, John George 
( ‘ampbell, RtHn.J..A. (( ilasgow 
Carew, James Laurence 
Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Carvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V C W. (Derbyshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt Hon.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain, Rt HnJ.A( Wore. 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb,SirJohnCharlesReady 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
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Lough, Thomas 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornw all) | | 
M‘Laren,SirCharles Benjamin | 
Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe | 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mather, Sir William 
Mellor, Rt. Hon.John William | 
Morgan,J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Moss, Samuel 

Newnes, Sir George 

Norton, Capt. ¢ ‘ecil William 
Partington, Oswald 

Pease, "J. A 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Pickard, Benjamin 
Price, Robert John 
Reckitt, Harold James 
Reid,S 


Sirk. Threshie (Dumfries 
Rigg, Richard 

Roberts, JohnBryn (Eifion) 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Schwann, Charles E. 


NOES 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 


, Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 


Cranborne, Vicount 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley- 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxtord,Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. Hn.SirWilliam Hart 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elliot, Hon, A. Ralph Douglas 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes,Hon, Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, RtHnSirJ.(Manceh’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald Sir Robert Penrose- 
Fitzroy, Hon.Edward Algernon 
Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Flower, Ernest 
Forster, Henry William 
Gardner, Ernest 
Gartit, William 
Gibbs, Hon. Vicary(St. Albans) 
Godson, SirAugustusFrederick 
Gore, HnG.R.C.Ormsby-(Salop 
Goulding, Edward Altred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Gunter, Sir Robert 
Hall, Edward Marshall 
Hamilton, RtHnLordG(Midd’x 


' Hanbury,Rt. Hon. Robert Wm. 


Hardy ,Laurence(Kent, Ashf'rd | 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Healy, Timothy Michae 
Heath, ArthurHoward(Hanley 


(Sattron Walden ' 





Bill. 


Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, RtHnC.R.(Northants 
Stevenson, Francis 8. 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Taylor, ‘Theodore Cooke 
Thomas, Sir A.(Glamorgan.E. ) 
Thomas, David Alfred(Merth’ r 
Thomson, F. W. (York. W. R.) 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Wallace, Robert 

Warner, ‘Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene 

White, L uke (York, E.R.) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth 
Wilson, Henry J. (York W.R. 
W oodhouse,SirJ T( Huddersf'd 
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TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Rea and Mr. Charles 
Hobhouse 

Helder, Augustus 


Hope,J.F. (Shettield, Brightside 
Horner, Frederick William 
Howard, J.(Midd.,Tottenham) 
Hozier,Hon. James HenryCecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutton, John (Yorks, N.R.) 
Jettreys, Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred. 
Kemp, George 

Kennedy, P. atrick James 
Kenyon, Hn. Geo. T. (Denbigh) 
Kimber, Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Lees 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Win. 
Lawrence,Sir Joseph( Monm th 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lecky, Rt. Hn. William kdw.H. 
Lee, ArthurH(Hants,, Fareham 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Long,Col.Charles W. (Evesham 
Long, Rt,Hn, Walter(Bristol,S. 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas,ReginaldJ. (Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macartney, RtHn. W.G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maleolm, Ian 

Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Middlemore,JohnThrogmort'n 
Milner, Rt. Hn.Sir Frederick. 
Milvain, Thomas 

Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Montagu, Hon. J. Se -ott( Hants. 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, Robt. Jasper r(Shropshire) 
Morgan, David. Ww althamst’w 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 

| Mount, William Arthur 


| Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 


Murray, RtHnA Graham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Newdevgate, Francis A. N. 
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Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

Peel, Hn Wm. Robert Wellesley 
Perey, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Randles, John 8S. 

Rankin. Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Ratcliff, R. F. 

Rattigan, Sir William Henry 
Reid, James(Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Ridley, Hn. M. W. (Stalybridge 
Ridlev,S. Forde(BethnalGreen 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (idackney) 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR claimed to move, 
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Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Harry 8. (Limehouse 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Seott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seely,Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 
Seely, Maj.J. E.B.([sleof Wight 
Sharpe, Edward William T. 
Shaw-Stewart, M.H. (Renfrew 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Hn. Arthur(Ormskirk 
Stanley, EdwardJas. (Somerset 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt Hn.J.G(Oxf'dUniv. 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 


divide on these. 
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Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 

Walrond, Rt. Hn. SirWilliam H 
Warde, Colonel C. E 

Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C.E(Taunton 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, RtHnJ Powell-(Birm 
Wilson; A.Stanley(York,E.R. 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Wyndham-Quin, Major W.H. 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
Younger, William 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hood and Mr. Anstruther. 


If the Committee did 


“ That the Question ‘ That the first word 
“The,” in line 14, stand part of the 
Clause,’ be now put.” 


Mr. ALFRED HUTTON said that the 
Committee had not yet struck out the 
rest of the words in sub-Section (/). The 
question put from the Chair was that 
the words stand part of the sub-Nection. 


* THe CHAIRMAN: The Question 
was put in that way according to custom. 


mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said that the 
Committee negatived the words which 
had been put from the Chair, but the 
following words in sub-Section (/) re- 
mained. He submitted that although 
possibly the Committee could not debate 
the question, because the remaining 
words had no sense with the first three 
left out, still, the Committee might 


not vote on these they remained. 


* Toe CHAIRMAN: I[ think that would 
be contrary to the usual custom. The 
custom has grown up, and it is a very 
proper one, of putting the Question in 
such a way that if the Question is 
defeated the right of hon. Members to 
discuss the subsequent words remains. 
If the view of the hon. Member were 
accepted, that custom would have to go 
by the board. That would be very un- 
desirable, as the custom is really a safe- 
guard. 


(4.38.) Question put, “* That the Ques- 
tion ‘ That the first word “ The,” in line 
14, stand part of the Clause,’ be now 
put.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 199; 
Noes, 82. (Division List No, 422.) 


AYES. 





Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey.James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balcarres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J. (Maneh’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour,Rt Hn. Gerald W.(L’ds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barry.Sir Francis T.( Windsor) 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Bhownagyree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 


Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boscawen, Arthur Grithith- 
Boulnois, Edmund 

Bowles, T. Gibson (King’s Lynn 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brooktield, Colonel Montagu 


| Brown, Alexander H.(Sbropsh. 


Brymer, William Ernest 
Bullard, Sir Harry 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, John George 
Campbell,Rt. HnJ. A.(Glasgow 
Carew, James Laurence 
Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Carvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W (Derbyshire | 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 


. Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 


Chamberlain, Rt. Hn..J. (Birm. 
Chamberlain, Rt HnJ A( Wore’r 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Cochrane, HonThomas H.A.E. 
Coddington, Sir William 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb,SirJ ohnCharles Ready 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 

Cross, Herb. Shepherd ( Bolton) 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalrymple, Sir Caarles 
Davenport, William Bromley- 
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Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. ) 


Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxtford.Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 

Dyke. Rt.Hon.Sir William Hart 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJ.(Man’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald, Sir Robert Penrose- 
Fitzroy, Hon.Edward Algernon 
Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Gardner, Ernest 

Gartit, William 

Gibbs, Hon. Vieary (St. Albans) 
Godson SirAugustusFrederick 
Gore, HnG. R.C.Ormsby-(Sal’p 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 

Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, Henry D.(Shrewsbury) 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Gunter, Sir Robert 

Hall, Edward Marshall 
Hamilton, Rt. HnLd.G.{Midd’x 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert Wm. 
Hardy.Laurence( Kent Ashford 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Hay. Hon. Claude George 
Healy, Timothy Michael 
Heath, ArthurHoward(Hanley 
Helder, Augustus 

Hope,J. F.(Shettield, Brightside 
Horner. Frederick William 
Howard, J. (Midd., Tottenham) 
Hozier. Hon. JamesHenryCecil 
Hudson, George Bieckersteth 
Hutton, John (Yorks. N.R.) 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred. 
Kemp, George 


Allan, Sir William (Gateshead) 
Allen,Charles P. (Gloue. Stroud 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Black, Alexander William 
Bryce, Kt. Hon. James 
Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Crombie, John William 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Dewar,J ohnA (Inverness-shire 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dunean, J. Hastings 
Edwards, Frank 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fenwick, Charles 
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Kennedy, Patrick James 
Kenyon,Hon. Geo. T. (Denbigh) 
Kimber, Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Lees 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Lawrence,SirJoseph(Monm’th 
Lawson, John Grant 
Lecky, Rt. Hon William Edw. H 
Lee, Arthur H( Hants. Farehain 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh- Bennett, Henry Currie 
Long,Col. Charles W.( Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn, Walter( Bristol,S) 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, RegizaldJ.(Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macartney,Rt HnW.G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maleolm, Ian 

Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Middlemore, Jn. Throgmorton 
Milner, Rt. Hon. SirFrederickG 
Milvain, Thomas 

Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, RtHnA.Graham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Newdegate, Francis A. N. 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

Peel, Hn.WmRobertWellesley 
Perey, Earl 

Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Randles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 


NOES. 


Fitzmaurice. Lord Edmond 


| Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) | 


| Gladstone, Rt. HnHerbertJohn 
| Goddard, Daniel Ford 

| Grant, Corrie 

Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Harcourt, Rt. Hn. Sir William 
Harwood, George 

Hayne,Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 


Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Hobhouse, C. E.H. (Bristol, E. 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jones, William(Carnarvonsh 
Kinloch,SirJ ohuGeorgeSmyth 
Leese,SirJ osephF. (Accrington 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Leng, Sir John 

| Lloyd-George, David 





Hayter, Kt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. | 





Bill. 


tateliff, R. F. 

Rattigan, Sir William Henry 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
tidley, HonM. W. (Stalybridge 
Ridley,S. Forde( Bethnal Green 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
topner, Colonel Robert 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler,Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
Scott, SirS. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seely,Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart, M.H.(Renfrew 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Hn. Arthur(Ormskirk 
Stanley, EdwardJas. (Somerset 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt. Hn.J.G(Oxf'dU niv 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tuinell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 
Walrond, Rt. HnSirWilliam H. 
Warde, Col. C. E. 
Welby,Lt.-Col. ACE (Taunton 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, RtHinJ Powell-(Brm 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Wyndham-Quin, Major W. H. 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
Younger, William 
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TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Alexander <Acland- 
Hood and Mr. Anstruther. 


Lough, Thomas 

Maenamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
M:Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Laren,Sir Charles Benjamin 
Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mather, Sir William 

Mellor, Rt. Hon. John William 
Morgan,J.Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Moss, Samuel 

Newnes, Sir George 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Partington, Oswald 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Pickard, Benjamin 

Price, Robert John 

Rea, Russell 

Reckitt, Harold James 

Rigg, Richard 

Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
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tobertson, Edmund (Dundee) | Taylor, Theodore Cooke | Wilson, Henry J.(York. W.R.) 
Roe. Sir Thomas | Thomas, David Alfred (M’rthyr | Woodhouse,SirJ T (Huddersf’d 
Shipman, Dr. John G. | Thomson, F. W. (York, W. R.) | 

Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) | Wallace, Robert 

soares, Ernest J. | White, Luke (York, E. R.) TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 


Spencer, RtHnC. R. (Northants 


Whittaker, Thomas Palmer Mr. Alfred Hutton and 
Strachey, Sir Edward 


Williams,Osmond (Merioneth) Mr. Trevelyan. 





(4.51.) Question putaccordingly “That; The Committee divided :—Ayes, 200 ; 
the first word ‘The,’ in line 14, stand | Noes, 81. (Division List No. 423.) 
part of the Clause.” 


AYES. 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel Doxford, Sir William Theodore | Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Anson, Sir William Reynell Duke, Henry Edward | Long,Col. Charles W.(Evesham 
Arkwright, John Stanhope Dyke, Rt. Hn.Sir William Hart | Long,Rt. Hn. Walter( Bristol S) 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton | Lowe, Francis William 
Bagot, Capt. JoscelineFitzRoy Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas | Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Bailey, James (Walworth) Faber, George Denison (York) | Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Bain. Colonel James Robert Fardell, Sir T. George Lucas, Reginald J.(Portsmouth 
Baird, John George Alexander Fellowes,Hon. Ailwyn Edward | Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Balearres, Lord Fergusson, Rt Hn.SirJ.(Mane’r | Macartney,Rt. Hn. WG Ellison 


Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J. (Manel’r | Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst | Maedona, John Cumming 
Balfour, Capt. C. B.(Hornsey) | Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne | Maleolm, Ian 


Balfour, Rt Hn Gerald W (Leeds | Fisher, William Hayes | Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Balfour, Kenneth R.(Christeh. | FitzGerald,Sir Robert Penrose- | Middlemore,Jno. Throgmorton 
Banbury, Frederick George Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon | Milner, Rt. Hn. Sir Frederick G. 
Barry, Sir Francis T.(Windsor) | Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry | Milvain, Thomas 

Bartley, George C. T. Flower, Ernest | Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin | Forster, Henry William Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Beckett, Ernest William Gardner, Ernest More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. Gartit, William Morrell, George Herbert 
Bignold, Arthur Gibbs, Hon. Vicary (St. Albans) | Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Blundell, Colonel Henry Godson,SirAugustusFrederick | Mount, William Arthur 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- Gordon, MajEvans-(T'rH’ml'ts | Murray, RtHnA.Graham(Bute 
Boustield, William Robert Gore, HnG. R C.Ormsby-(Salop | Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Bowles, T. Gibson (King’s Lynn | Goulding, Edward Altred Newdigate, Francis A. N. 
Brooktield, Colonel Montagu Graham, Henry Robert Nicholson, William Graham 
Brown, AlexanderH(Shropshire Gray, Ernest (West Ham) Nicol, Donald Ninian 

Brymer, William Ernest Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury | Peel, Hn. WmRobert Wellesley 
Bullard, Sir Harry Grenfell, William Henry Percy, Earl 

Burdett-Coutts, W. Greville, Hon. Ronald Platt-Higegins, Frederick 
Butcher, John George Gunter, Sir Robert Plummer, Walter R. 
Campbell, Rt. HnJ.A.(Glasgow Hall, Edward Marshall | Pretyman, Ernest George 
Carew, James Laurence Hamilton, Rt HnLordG(Midd’x | Pryee-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Carlile, William Walter Hanbury, Kt. Hon. RobertWm. | Purvis, Robert 

Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. — Hardy, Laurence(Kent, Ashford | Pym, C. Guy 

Carvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton Hare, Thomas Leigh Randles, Jobn S. 

Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lancs.) Harris, Frederick Leverton Rankin, Sir James 

Cavendish, V. C. W. (Derbysh. | Hay, Hon. Claude George Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 


Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) | Healy, Timothy Michael Rattigan, Sir William Henry 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) Heath, ArthurHoward(Hanley | Reid, James (Greenock) 


Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J.(Birm. Helder, Augustus temnant, James Farquharson 
Chamberlain,RtHnJ.A (Wore. Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. | Ridley, Hon. M. W (Stalybridge 
Chapman, Edward Hope,J. F.(Shettield, Brightside | Ritchie, Rt. Hon.Chas. Thomson 
Charrington, Spencer Horner, Frederick William | Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Clare, Octavius Leigh Howard, J. (Midd.,Tottenham | Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. | Hozier, Hon. JamesHenryCecil | Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Coddington, Sir William Hudson, George Bickersteth toyds, Clement Molyneux 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis | Hutton, John (Yorks, N. R.) Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse Jetfreys, Rt. Hon. ArthurFred. | Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Colomb,SirJohn CharlesReady | Kemp, George | Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 


Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole | Kennedy, Patrick James | Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Compton, Lord Alwyne Kenyon, Hon. Geo. T. (Denbigh) | Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas Kimber, Henry Sharpe, William Edward T. 


Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge | King, Sir Henry Seymour Shaw-Stewart, M.H.(Renfrew) 
Cranborne, Viscount | Knowles, Lees | Spear, John Ward 

Cripps, Charles Alfred Lambton, Hon. FrederickWm. | Stanley,Hn.Arthur(Ormskirk) 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry Lawrence, Sir Joseph(Monm’th | Stanley, EdwardJas. (Somerset) 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles Lawson, John Grant Stanley, Lord (Lancs. ) 


Davenport, William Bromley- | Lecky, Rt Hon William Edw.H. | Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. | Lee, ArthurH.(Hants,Fareham | Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- | Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage Talbot, RtHonJ.G(Oxfd Univ. 
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Thorburn, Sir Walter | 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James | 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward | 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent, Col. Sir CEH (Sheffiedl | 


Allan, Sir William (Gateshead 
Allen,Charles P.(Gloue.Stroud 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Black, Alexander William 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
‘aine, big se Sproston 
aldwell, James 

ameron, Robert 
ampbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
auston, Richard Knight 
‘raig, Robert Hunter 
‘rombie, John William 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Duncan, J. Hastings 
Edwards, Frank 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fenwick, Charles 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co. 


~ 


aaa ee 
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Walrond, RtHonSir WilliamH. 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Welby,Lieut-ColACK(T 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, RtHnJ Powell-(Birm 


| Wilson, John (Glasgow) 


Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson | 
Wylie, Alexander | 
NOES. 
Harwood, George 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hayter, Rt. Hon.Sir Arthur D. 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt Hon. Charles H 
Hobhouse, C.E.H.(Bristol, E.) 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Jones, William (Carnarv’nshire 
Kinloch,SirJ ohnGeorge Smyth 
Leese. SirJ oseph F.( Accrington 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 
Leng, Sir John 
Lloyd-George, David 
Lough, Thomas 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
M‘Laren, Sir Chas. Benjamin 
Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mather, Sir William 
Mellor,Rt. Hon. Jobn William 
Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Moriey, Charles (Breconshire) 


‘aunton | Y erburgh, 
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| Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
| Wyndham-Quin, Major W. H. 
tobert Armstrong 

Younger, William 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hood and Mr. Anstruther. 


Philipps, John Wyntord 
Pickard, Benjamin 

Price, Robert John 

Rea, Russell 

Reckitt, Harold Jamex 

Rigg, Richard 

Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee 
Zoe, Sir Thomas 

Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, Rt. HnC. 2( Northants 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Thomas, David Alfre d(Merthy: 
Thomson, F.W. (York.W. EB.) 
Trevelyan, C harles P hilips 
Wallace, Rohert 

White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R. 
Woodhouse, SirJ T( Huddersf 


Goddard, Daniel Ford Moss, Samuel 


Grant, Corrie 

Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Harcourt,Rt. Hon. Sir William 


(5.12.) Mr. BRYCE: 1 rise to make 
an appeal to the right hon. Gentleman 
to allow us to report progress. He has 
now got on to the third sub-Section, 
and we are entering into a new and very 
large and important question. It is not 
pessible to make any substantial progress 
between this and 5.30, and I hope the 
right hon. Gentleman will allow us to 
go now. ‘Therefore 1 beg to move that 
Progress be reported. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Chairman do report Progress ; 
and ask leave to sit again.” — (Mr. 
Price. ) 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It is with 
extreme regret that I have heard the 
appeal of the right hon, Gentleman. I 
confess that I think the mode in which 
the opposition to this Bill is being con- 
ducted is one which, if persisted in, as 
regards this and other measures, would 
make all Parliamentary government 
impossible. Of the tone and temper of 
hon. Gentlemen opposite I can most 
truly say I have nothing whatever 


Newnes, Sir George 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Partington, Oswald Mr. 
Pease, J. A. (Satlron Walden) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES—Mr. 
Herbert Gladstone and 
William M‘Arthur. 


to complain. They have invariably 
behaved—both to me individually and to 
Gentlemen who sit on this side of the 
House — with the greatest possible 
courtesy; and I am glad to think that 
no undue heat, so far as I know, has at 
any time been developed in the discus 
sion of a Bill which, I quite grant, 
outside this House has produced a good 
deal of heat. Full recognition, | think, 
is due to the hon. Gentlemen in that 
matter; but I must point out that 
something more is at stake at this 
moment than the mere carrying into 
law of this particular measure. We have 
met for the purpose of dealing with this 
measure specially. We have practically 
occupied our whole time in dealing with 
it since we met. We have devoted the 
greater part of, I think, seven days to 
this Clause, and we have passed eleven 
lines of it. Now I do very sincerely ask 
hon. Gentlemen to reflect whether it is 
really consistent with the carrying on 
of any legislative work by this assembly 
that discussion of this magnitude should 
be permitted? I quite admit that this 
is a very important Clause; I do nct 
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minimise it. I only ask hon. Gentlemen 
to consider that a Parliament which is 
stopped by mere time, mere length of 
debate, mere multiplication of Amend. 
ments, from passing a Bill of this kind, 
is a Parliament which admits its own 
impotence. I do not think it is in the 
interests of either side of the House that 
our impotence should be admitted. I 
do hope the right hon. Gentleman will 
not persist in his Motion. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling, Burghs): I rise to express 
our acknowledgment to the right hon. 
Gentleman for the recognition he has 
giyen as to our good behaviour. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Courtesy, not 


good behaviour. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
It is very good of him, but I do not 
understand the reason for the little 
lecture or allocution with which he 
has favoured us. Though I have taken 
no part in the last week in these 
discussions, | have been pretty constant 
in my attendance, and I appeal to 
anyone who is interested in the subject, 
and has followed it at all, whether it 
is not the case that the Amendments 
have, almost without exception, been 
serious and substantial Amendments, 
and the discussions businesslike discus- 
sions. There has been no vain repetition. 
Amendments have been moved and 
discussed on either side of the House 
equally. In fact I see no fault to find 
with the way in which the debate has 
been conducted. That it has been a 
long and tedious debate there is no 
doubt. But why? Because it 
complicated a matter. It is a matter 
full of small details, each of which is 
of the greatest importance; and the 
Bill is so drawn as almost to invite 
these Amendments which occupy so 
much time. But now the right hon. 
Gentleman thinks that we ought to 
spend twenty minutes in really doing 
nothing. 


is so 


Mr. A, J. BALFOUR: Why shall we 


be asi 
be doing nothing ? 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
Because you will not make any progress 
in that twenty minutes. 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: We shall get 
twenty minutes worth of speeches 


Sr H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
Surely the right hon. Gentleman has 
experience enough of the House to 
know that any speeches delivered in 
these twenty minutes will be repeated 
and amply repeated next day, and 
necessarily so. We know that the 
speeches today will be merely beating 
the air so far as the decision of the 
question is concerned, and the speeches 
that will influence the votes that are 
to be given must be delivered not 
today, but at the beginning of the 
next sitting. Therefore the right hon. 
Gentleman has nothing to gain. I[ 
always thought that the right hon. 
Gentleman was an ardent and deter- 
mined week-ender, always anxious to 
shorten the business on Friday. There- 
fore, I expected that he would gracefully 
and willingly concede what is asked for, 
not in the interests of our personal 
enjoyment, but in the interests of the 
real progress of the Bill. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said that 
for the Prime Minister to complain 
of the opposition that had been ex- 
tended to the Bill argued an exceedingly 
bad memory on the part of one 
who toox so prominent a part in 
leading the opposition to the Home Rule 
Bill. His recollection of that Bill and 
of a measure so uncontroversial as the 
Local Government Bill was that the 
opposition in those cases consumed three 
times as much time as had been spent 
in the discussion of the present Bill. 
It was purely an arithmetical calculation, 
The Secretary for the Colonies had often 
told the Committee that the difference 
between two and six was only a matter 
of degree, and, that being so there could 
be no difference between the three or 
four days they had taken over this 
discussion, and the seventeen days which 
the right hon. Gentleman took to oppose 
the Bill. Did the right hon. Gentieman 
think he would gain anything by the 
continuation of the discussion now ? 
The whole thing turned on the appoint- 
ment of teachers, and if the right hon. 
Gentleman would give them that, he (Mr. 
Lloyd George) was not sure that they 
would not pass the whole Bill before 
half-past five. 
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Mr. ELLIOT (Durham), in the in- 
terests of the business of the House, 
deplored the line taken by right hon. 
Gentlemen opposite. If this appeal 
was to be taken seriously, and every 
day half an hour before the time came 
to close the debate the same appeal 
was made, there would be no other course 
open but to adjourn the House whenever 
they came to the discussion of a new 
Clause. When they remembered what 
had been done in this Bill so far, it was 
enough to make many of them feel a 
little ashamed of the business capacity 
of the House. There had been an 
enormous amount of continual repetition, 
and there were many in the House who 
did not wish this everlasting waste of 
time to go on indefinitely. 

Su: WILLIAM HARCOURT said he 


could not see that the right hon. Gentle- , 


man opposite had any reason to com- 
plain ot the progress that had been made 
with the Bill. Part Il of the Bill, which 
dealt with secondary education, had 
been passed, and they had dealt with 
Clause 7, which was certainly one of the 
most controversial parts of the Bill. 
That progress was not such as to merit 
the censure of the right hon. Gentleman. 
He had no idea when they met that so 
much progress would have been made in 
so controversial a portion of the Bill. 
Theretore he did not think the remarks 
of the right hon. Gentleman were well 
founded. He did not think he had ever 
heard so little frequent speaking by the 
same person on the same Amendment. 
Of course in different Amendments it 
was another matter. Everybody knew 
what the controversial Clauses of this 
Bill were. They were Clauses 9 and 10, 
and then there was Clause 12. But it 
was not the right attitude to take to 
deal with this Bill as if very little of the 
controversial part of it had been obtained. 
He also thought that the Bill itself was 
responsible for a great part of the 
Amendments. The view of the Opposi- 
tion was that the Bill did not deal with 
a great many subjects which in an ordin- 
ary case would have been dealt with in 
the Bill. Therefore it was necessary, 
from their point of view, to supply the 
omissions. The discussions on the Local 
Government Bill in 1893, which was not 
a controversial Bill in the sense that this 
Bill was, were much more protracted, 
if he remembered rightly. 


{COMMONS} 





the House. 


Mr. ERNEST GRAY (West Ham, N.), 
who spoke amid cries of “ Divide,” said, 
as he understood the Leader of the Op. 
position, the right hon. Gentleman in one 
breath said that,although he had carefully 
observed the course of the debates he 
had not noticed any unnecessary repeti- 
tion, while in the next breath he said 
that what had been said in the last half 
hour would necessarily be repeated next 
week. He was disposed to think that 
the second statement was the more 
accurate. He quite recognised that out- 
side the House, and probably inside the 
House, there was a fairly large section 
anxious to destroy the Bill; but he was 
equally confident that there was a large 
number of people outside anxious to see 
the Bill reasonably amended. So far ag 
he could judge, the methods now being 
pursued would result in the discussion 
of material Amendments being scamped, 
while the Committee was wasting time 
on Amendments which were not necessary, 
and which the Committee had again 
and again rejected by preponderating 
majorities. He believed that progress 
was not being made by reason of the 
endless Amendments that were put 
forward. As one more interested in edu- 
cational work than in political partisan 
work, he deprecated the attempt in the 
Motion before the House to throw away 
half an hour of valuable time. 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I shall not 
raise any objection to the Motion, Sir. 
I have no doubt the right hon. Gentle- 
man opposite thinks our progress expe- 
ditious, and even headlong. 


Question put and agreed to. 
Committee report Progress. 

To sit again upon Monday next. 
AGRICULTURAL AND TECHNICAL 
INSTRUCTION (IRELAND) (No. 2) BILL. 

Considered in Committee, and reported, 


without Amendment; to be read the 
third time upon Tuesday next. 


Mr. SPEAKER, in pursuance of the 
Order of the House of the 16th October, 
adjourned the House without Question 
put. 

Adjourned at twenty-eight minutes 


before Six o'clock till Monday 
next. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS, 
Monday, 27th October, 1902. 


The House met at Two of the Clock. 


IMPRISONMENT OF A MEMBER. 
Mr. SPEAKER informed the 
that he had received the following letter 
relating to the imprisonment of a 
Member 
“58, Palmerston Road, 
** Dublin, 
“95th October, 1902. 
“Srr,—lI beg toinform you that in the hear- 
ing of an appeal by James Patrick Farrell, 
Esy., Member of Parliament for the North 
Division of Longford, against orders of a 


House | 
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of a Member. 790 
namely, to take, use, and occupy such farms as 
aforesaid. 

* And further that he, the said James Patrick 
Farreil, between the said loth day of July, 
1902, and the said 8th day of September, 1902, 
did, by the publication of certain matter in tne 


| said newspaper, called the Longford Leader, 


in the said town of Longford, in the said urban 
district of Longford, same being a proclaimed 
district as aforesaid, wrongfully and without 
legal authority, unlawfully incite certain 
persons, Whose names are unknown, unlaw- 


| tully to use intimidation towards Patrick M. 
| O'Reilly and other persons, whose names are 
| unknown, to wit, persons who had taken, used, 


Court of Summary Jurisdiction formed pur- | 


suant to the Criminal Law and Procedure 
(Ireland) Act, 1887, upon a summons, 

“That he, the said James Patrick Farrell, 
between the 15th July, 1902, and the 8th Sep- 


or occupied farms of land trom which tenants 
had been evicted in consequence of the suid 
Patrick M. O’Reilly and such other pe. sons as 
aforesaid having done acts which they had a 
legal right to do, namely, to take, use, anid 
occupy such farms as aforesaid. 

“And further, that he, the said James 
Patrick Farrell, between the said 15th day of 


| July, 192, and the said sth day of September, 


tember, 1902, did, by the publication of certain | 


matter in a certain newspaper, called the 


Longford Leader, in the town of Longford, in | 


the urban district of Longford, same being a 
proclaimed district under the provisions of the 
Criminal Law and Procedure (lreland) Act. 
I887, wrongfully and without legal authority 
unlawfully use intimidation towards one 
William Martin, in consequence of the said 
William Martin having done certain acts 
which he had a legal right to do, namely, 
having taken legal proceedings to recover, and 
* for having by such legal proceedings recovered 
possession of certain lands and premises there- 
tofore occupied by one Patrick Hughes. 

“And, further, that he, the said James 
Patrick Farrell, between the said loth July 
1902, and the Sth day of September, 1902, did, 
by the publication of certain matter in the 
said newspaper, called the Longford Leader, in 
the said town of Longford, in the said urban 
distriet of Longford, same being a proclaimed 
district as aforesaid, wrongfully and without 
legal authority unlawfuily incite certain 
persons, Whose names are unknown, unlawfully 
to use intimidation towards one William 
Martin in consequence of the said William 
Martin having done certain acts which he had 
alezal right to do, namely, having taken legal 
proceedings to recover, and for having re- 
covered, possession of certain lands and 
premises theretofore occupied by one Patrick 
Hughes. 

* And, further, that he, thesaid James Patrick 
Farrell, between the said 15th day of July, 
190%, and the said Sth day of September, 1902, 
did, by the publication of certain matter in the 
said newspaper called the Longford Leader, in 


the said town of Longford, in the said urban | 
distriet of Longford, same being a@ proclaimed | 


1902, did, by the publication of certain matterin 
the said newspaper called the Longford Leader, 
in the said urban distriet of Longford, same 
being a proclaimed district as aforesaid, wrong- 
fully and without legal authority unlawfully 
use intimidation towards certain persons whose 
names are unknown, to wit, persons who had 
not theretofore joined or become members of 
a certain society or association commonly called 
the United Irish League, with a view to cause 
said persons to do an act which they had a legal 
right to abstain from doing, nainely, to join or 
become members of the said society or associa- 
tion commonly called the United Irish League. 

“T, on the 24th day of October instant, 
convicted the said James Patrick Farrell, Esq., 
on the said several tive charges, and sentenced 
him to one calendar month's imprisonment with 
hard labour on each of the said first four counts. 

* And to two calendar months’ imprisonment 
with hard labour en the tifth charge, and at the 
expiration of that period to tind sureties for his 
good behaviour for twelve calendar months, 
himself in £50, and two sureties of £25 each, 
and, in default of finding such sureties, to be 
imprisoned for a farther term of one calendar 
month, except such recognisance be 
entered into, each and all said sentences to 
run concurrently. 

“1 take the liberty of adding that after I had 
pronounced sentence, I informed the said 
James Patrick Farrell, Esq., that if he would 
promise me to cease publishiag in his news 
paper, boycotting notices or intimidatory 
matter, by means of which he was creating « 
state of terrorism in the county, L should re 
move the rule of bail and remit so mueh of the 
sentence as imposed hard labour. 

“This Mr. Farrell point blank refused to do. 

«Therefore my sentence as pronounced stood. 

‘*T have the honour to remain, Sir, 
“ Your obedient servant. 


soonel 





“ JOHN ADYE CURRAN, 
“County Court Judge and Chairman 
of Quarter Sessions for the County 
Longford. 
“To The Rt. Hon. William Court Gully, K.C., 
* Speaker of the House of Commons, 
** Speaker's House, 
** Westminster, S.W.” 


distriet as aforesaid, wrongfully and without 
leval authority unlawfully use intimidation 
towards Patrick M. O Reilly and other persons 
Whose names are unknown, to wit, persons | 
who had taken, used, or oceupied farms of land 
from which tenants had been evicted in | 
consequence of the said Patrick M. O'Reilly | 
and such other persons as aforesaid having 
done acts which they had a legal right to do, 
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UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL 
BUSINESS. 


WATER PROVISIONAL ORDER BILL. 
Read a second time, and committed. 


WICK BURGH EXTENSION ORDER 
CONFIRMATION BILL. 
Read a second time; to be considered 
tomorrow. 


LONDON UNITED ELECTRIC RAIL- 
WAYs BILL. 

Mr. PERKS (Lincolnshire, Louth) : 
May Lask if the Motion which stands on 
the Paper, which proposes to substitute 
the names of promoters of a Bill which 
has been reported to the House by a 
Committee as withdrawn, is in order ! 


*\In. SPEAKER : 
to recommit the Bill. 
Member oppose that ? 


The first Motion is 
Does the hon. 


Mr. PERKS: Yes. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Then the Motion 
must stand over. 


Mr. PERKS : On the Instruction, I beg 
to ask whether it is in order ! 


*\MIr. SPEAKER: There is a Motion to 
recommit the Bill, and that must be dealt 
with before any question can arise on an 
Instruction. It can inany case only arise 
if the Motion to recommit is carried. 


Mr. PERKS: But is a Motion to re- 
commit the Bill in order when the Bill 
has already been reported as withdrawn ? 

*Mr. SPEAKER: That was not the 
hon. Member's question. The hon. Mem- 
ber has taken objection to the Motion, 
and the matter will now stand over till 
Wednesday. My impression is that it is 
not in order, but I understand the hon. 
Member who set it down desires to call 
my attention to some precedents. 

PETITIONS. 
CANADIAN CATTLE (IMPORTATION). 

Petitions for abolition of restrictions : 
from Stainland; Sowerby Bridge ; Heb- 
den Bridge (two); Boldon ; Haltwhistle ; 
Wainstalls ; Midgley ; and Blaenavon ; 
to lie upon the Table. 
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EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
BILL. 

Petitions against: from Todmorden ; 
Hebden Bridge ; Leicester ; and Stewar- 
ton ; to lie upon the Table. 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
BLLL. 

Petitions for alteration: fiom Stain- 
land ; Hebden Bridge (two) ; Haltwhistle ; 
Wainstalls ; Midgley ; Boldon ; and Blae- 
navon ; to lie upon the Table. 


IMPERIAL DEFENCE SCHEME, 
Petition from Baildon, for adoption ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


OLD AGE PENSION SCHEME. 
Petition from Baildon, for adoption : to 
lie upon the Table. 


PLUMBERS REGISTRATION BILL. 
Petition from Leamington, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


PREVENTION OF CORRUPTION IN 
TRADE. 

Petitions for legislation: from = Stain- 
land ; Sowerby Bridge: Hebden Bridge 
(two) ; Haltwhistle ; Boldon ; Blaenavon ; 
Wainstalls ; and Midgley ; to lie upon the 
Table. 

RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
INEBRIATES REGULATIONS. 

Copy presented, of Regulations made 
by the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department by virtue of Section 20 of 
the inebriates Act, 1898, for carrying 
into effect the provisions of Section 5 of 
the Licensing Act, 1902, respecting the 
detention of Inebriates committed to 
Retreats [by Act] ; to lie upon the Table, 
and to be printed. [No. 361.] 


COLONIAL CONFERENCE, 1902. 
Copy presented, of Conference between 
the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
and the Prime Ministers of the Seli- 
governing Colonies, June-August, 1902 
{by Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


COLONIAL REPORTS (ANNUAL.) 
Copy presented, of Colonial Reports, 
No, 369 (Hong Kong, Annual Report for 
1901) [by Command]: to lie upon the 
Table. 
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793 Questions. 


e 


Paper laid upon the Table by the Clerk 
of the House. 

Inquiry into Charities (County — of 
Montgomery), further Return relative 
thereto [ordered 14th February, 1900; 
Mr Grant Lawson\; to be printed. [No. 
362. | 

WUESTIONS AND ANSIVERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 

Somaliland Operations—Cost, 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
To ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
whether any, and, if so, what portion of 
the cost of the Somali War will be borne 
by the revenues of India, or will the 
whole cost be borne by British revenues ; 
do His Majesty’s Government propose 
to submit any estimates and to ask for 
any grants for the cost of this war ; and, 
if so, when ; and, if estimates are to be 
submitted, will they be submitted as 
military or as Civil Service Estimates. 


(.luswered by Mr Ritchie.) India has 
ceased to have any interest in Someliland, 
which is a Protectorate under the Foreign 
Ottice. The whole cost of the Operations 
against the Mullah will be borne by 
Somaliland Protectorate funds, supple- 
mented by a grant in aid from Imperial 
funds. ‘There is already a grant in aid 
this vear of £25,000 under the Protector- 
ates Vote in connection with these 
military operations ; but it is of course 
probable that before 31st March next an 
additional grant will be necessary. li 
so, it would be borne by Civil Estimates 
like the original grant in aid. 


Congo—Arrest of Mr. Rabinek. 

Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): To ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs, if 
he can say whether in the Rabinek case 
the prisoner was taken by the Congolese 
authorities from a British ship in British 
waters; and, if so, what course His 
Majesty's Government propose to adopt. 


(Answered by Lord Cranhorne.) Tt is 
at present uncertain whether Mr. Rabinek 
was actually on board a British vessel 
when arrested, or whether the ship was 
at the time in British waters. Inquiries 
are, however, being made, and on receipt 
of definite information His Majesty’s 
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Government will be in a position to con- 
sider what action should be taken in the 
matter. 


Waima Arbitration. 

Mr. C. BILL (Staffordshire, Leek) : To 
ask the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether the award of the 
arbitrator in the Waima case has been 
accepted by the French Government ; 
when the compensation money will be 
paid ; and how will it be distributed. 


(Ansur red hy Lord Cranhorie.) The 
French Government have informed His 
Majesty’s Government that the compen- 
sation money will be paid as soon as the 
sanction of the Chamber can be obtained. 
It is proposed to distribute the amount, 
£9,000, in the proportion of —£4,000 to 
the widow and three children of Lieu- 
tenant Liston ; £2,000 to the mother of 
Captain Lendy ; £2,000 to the mother of 
Second Lieutenant Wroughton ; £1,000 
among the families of the non-commis- 
sioned officers and men of the West 
India Regiment and the Sierra Leone 
Frontier Police who were killed, and 
among the non-commissioned ofticers and 
men of those forces who have sustained 
permanent injury in consequence of the 
wounds which they then received. Of 
course the sums actually distributed in 
the several cases where advances of the 
compensation money have already been 
made will be less than those I have 
mentioned by the amounts advanced. 


Russia and Afghanistan. 

Sir SEYMOUR KING (Hull, Central) : 
To ask the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether he will lay upon 
the Table copies of the communi-ations 
which have passed between the Russian 
and British Governments on the subject 
of the Russian proposal to establish 
certain relations with Afghanistan. 


(Ansur red by Lord Cranborne.) The 
matter to which my hon. friend refers is 
the subject of communications which are 
still proceeding between the British and 
Russian Governments. No Papers can 
be presented at present. 


Avoch (Ross-shire) Lights. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): To 
ask the President of the Board of Trade 
whether arrangements will be made for 

2F2 
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the scheme for four lighted buoys and 
one lighted beacon for marking the 
channel off Avoch, Ross-shire, tobe carried 
into effect next year. 


(Answered by Mr Gerald Balfour.) The 
scheme for lighting thechannel off Avoch, 
Ross-shire, will be considered with other 
proposals tor new works in connection 
with the Estimates for the next financial 
year. 


Braunton (North Devon) Lighthouse. 

Mr. SOARES (Devonshire, Barn- 
staple): To ask the President of the 
Board of Trade whether he will see that 
the necessary steps are taken in order to 
provide the money to be expended in 
connecting Braunton Lighthouse, in 
North Devon, with the telephone. 


(Answered by Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 1 
understand that the Post Office 
authorities have at present no funds 
available for this purpose, but that the 
work will be one of the first to be 
undertaken in the next financial year. 


Strangford Lough Lights—Wreck of the 
‘* William Bailey.” 

Mr. H. C. RICHARDS (Finsbury, E.): 
To ask the President of the Board of 
Trade if he will call the attention of the 
Irish Lights Commissioners to the fact 
that a steamer, the ‘* William Bailey,” 
has been wrecked near Rock Angus, at 
the entrance to the Strangford Lough ; 
and whether he is aware that the light- 
house erected thereon sixty years ago is 
still unprovided with any light or beacon, 
and is in a dangerous condition ; and will 
he say whether he proposes to take 
any steps with regard to the constitution 
of the lrish Light Commission. 


CAnswered by Mr. Gerald Balfour.) | 
have communicated with the Commis- 
sioners of Irish Lights, and am informed 
by them that the steamer in question 


was stranded during hazy weather off 


is two miles north of the 


It would 


Tara, which 
entrance to Strangford Lough. 
appear that she was not, in fact, en- 
deavouring to enter the Lough. The 
Commissioners had already informed me 
that the beacon tower on Rock Anzus 
had never been lighted because it was 
found useless to vessels seeking shelter 


{COMMONS} 





(Juestions. 796. 


without leading lights to guide past the 
dangers at the entrance of Strangford 
Lough and up to Audley and Cross 
Roads anchorages, but that they were 
not aware that the tower was in a 
dangerous condition. ‘The reply to the 
final part of the Question is in the 
negative. 


Case of Typhus Fever at Ness, Lewis. 

Mr. WEIR: To ask the _ Lord 
Advocate, in view of the fact that the 
hovel in which a man named Mackay 
recently died of typhus fever in the 
district of Ness, Island of Lewis, was 
unfit for human habitation, will he state 
why he was allowed by the public health 
authorities to remain in this insanitary 
dwelling and thus imperil the public 
health of this district. 


(Answered hy Mr. Graham Murray.) J 
am informed that the local medical 
officer of health is of opinion that the 
house was unfit for habitation, and 
should be burnt. In the meantime it is 
unoccupied, and has been closed. It is 
for the local authority to consider, in 
light of ali the circumstances as disclosed 
to them, whether it is better to take 
steps for a particular patient’s removal. 
or to refrain from doing so. 


Sheshader Footpath. 

Mr. WEIR: ‘To ask the Lord Advo- 
cate if he can state when the footpath 
which is being constructed from th 
township of Sheshader to Aird School 
for the use of the ninety children 
attending the school is likely to be 
completed. 


(dns ve d hy Mr. Grohai Murray.) The 
footpath in question is expected to be 
finished by the end of next month. 


Telegraph Learners—Competitive 
Examinations. 

Captain NORTON (Newington, W.): 
To ask the Postmaster General ii he 
can state the number of candidates snd 
vacancies for the post of telegraph learner 
in London in the iast open competition 
at which the prospect of attaining a 
salary of £190 per annum was held ovt 
to the competitors by the Civil Service 
Commissioners; and also the number 
of vandidates and vacancies for the post 
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of male learner in London in the last 
open competition, held in 1902, as well as 
the number of marks obtained by the 
highest successful competitor in each 
case and the percentage they represent 
oi the aggregate. 


(Answered hy Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
The last open competition for the situa- 
tion of male telegraph learner in London 
at which the prospect of attaining a 
salary of £190 per annum was held out 
to competitors by the Civil Service 
Commissioners was held on the 2Ist 
January, 1890. On that occasion 415 
candidates competed for seventy situa- 
tions. The first successful candidate 
obtained 927 marks out of 1,000, or 92°7 


percent. The last open competition for 
male learner was held on the Ist of 
August, 1902, when 8&8 candidates 


competed for 75 situations. The first 
successful candidate obtained 1,604 
marks out of 1,900, or 84°42 per cent. 


Belfast Postal Arrangements. 

Mr. MACARTNEY (Antrim, 8.): To 
ask the Postmaster General whether his 
attention has been called to the time 
which elapses between the arrival of the 
English mail at the General Post Office, 
Belfast, and the despatch of the letters 
therefrom for delivery; and whether 
any steps can be taken to mitigate the 
inconvenience caused to the public by 
such delay, especially on Saturdays. 


(Lnsue red hy Mr. Aste u Chamberlain.) 
This matter was already engaging the 
attention of the responsible officers, 
and proposals are being prepared for a 
revision of the outdoor statf, with the 
view of expediting the delivery as much 
as possible. The delay in commencing 
the delivery is frequently due to the late 
arrival of the mails at Belfast. 


Reading Postal Staff. 

Mr. GEORGE PALMER (Reading): 
To ask the Postmaster General whether 
he is aware that certain learners at the 
Reading Post Ottice have been punished 
by the infliction of extra duty for in- 
correctly addressing envelopes; and will 
he state if the course followed on this 
occasion by the authorities has his 
approval. 
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(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
I am aware that certain learners at the 
Reading Post Office have been punished, 
as stated, for careless performance of 
their duties, leading to serious delay in 
the delivery of telegrams, and to great 
inconvenience to the public. I see no 
reason to interfere in the matter. 


County Sligo Postal Arrangements. 

Mr. O’DOWD (Sligo, 8.) : To ask the 
Postmaster (seneral whether he is aware 
that, owing to the present postal arrange- 
ments, letters delivered in the Kilfree, 
County Sligo, postal district cannot be 
replied to the same day, although the 
post leaves Gurteen, three miles distant, 
at 5.20 p.m. daily; and whether 
arrangements can be made by which the 
rural letter carrier can take the mails in 
time to meet the evening post leaving 
Gurteen. 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberluin.) 
As I explained, in answer tu a similar 
Question of the hon. Members in 
February last, no improvement in the 
postal service from Kilfree can be effected 
without additional expense, which, 
owing to the comparatively high cost of 
the present service, I should not be 
justified in incurring. 


Leek Post Office. 

Mr. C. BILL: To ask the Postmaster 
General whether, considering the 
amount of accommodation at the present 
post office at Leek, it is intended to 
commence the building of the new post 
office as soon as possible. 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain ) 
The plans for the new post ottice at Leek 
are under consideration, but it is im- 
possible to state at present when the 
building will be commenced. 


Muzzling Order in Carmarthenshire. 

Mr. LLOYD MORGAN (Carmarthen- 
shire, W.): To ask the President of the 
Board of Agriculture whether he is now 
in a position to state when he hopes to 
be able to withdraw the Muzzling Order 
which is in force in the County of 
Carmarthen. 


(Answered by Mr Hanbury.) The position 


of Carmarthenshire in regard to rabies 
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is much more satisfactory than it was, 
no case of the disease having been 
reported since the 6th May last. I hope, 
therefore, that it may be possible for me, 
if no further outbreak occurs. to with- 
draw the Order at no very distant date ; 
but as the hon. Member himself pointed 
out in Committee of Supply, Muzzling 
Orders have not hitherto been attended 
with the same success in this county as 
elsewhere, such Orders having had to be 
re-imposed on three separate occasions, 
shortly after their withdrawal. I am 
very anxious to take every precaution to 
avoid a similar occurrence on the present 
occasion, and to be quite satisfied that 
the Orders have done their work. 


Adulteration of Dairy Products—Proposed 
International Conference. 

Sir EDWARD STRACHEY (Somer- 
setshire, S.): Toask the President of 
the Board of Agriculture whether the 
Board of Agriculture has invited the 
Belgian or any Governments to a con- 
ference on the subject of the adulteration 
of dairy products, with the view of pre- 
venting such adulteration. 


(fnswered hy Mr. Hanbury.) No such 
invitation as that referred to has been 
issued. A resolution was adopted at a 
conterence held in April last, under the 
auspices of the National Dairy Society 
of Belgium, calling on the Belgian 
Government to submit to the Govern- 
ments of the various foreign countries 
interested in the butter industry a pro- 
posal to appoint an International Con- 
ference with a view to adopt some 
common basis of legislation as a means 
to prevent the exportation of adulterated 
butter, but, so far asl am aware, no 
official action has as yet been taken in 
this direction. 


Somaliland Operations— Hospital Ar- 
rangements at Aden. 


Mr. MOON (St. Pancras, N.): To ask 
the Secretary of State for India, what 
hospital accommodation and number of 
nurses are available at Aden for Euro- 
pean officers and native troops engaged 
in Somaliland. 


(Answered by Secretary Lord George Hamil- 
ton.) The hospital accommodation at 


Aden for native troops consists 0! seventy- | 


eight beds, of which forty are vacant, 
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and more could probably be arranged 
for. A native field hospital is about to 
be sent there immediately. European 
officers can be accommodated at the 
Station Hospital, where there are two 
European nurses. 


Indian Universities Commission Report. 

Mr. CAINE (Cornwall, Camborne): 
To ask the Secretary of State for India 
whether his attention has been directed 
to the Report of the Indian Universities 
Commission ; whether any educational 
policy that may be founded upon the 
Report will be carried into effect by fre- 
solution of the Government of India or 
by legislation ; and whether, before giy- 
ing his sanction to any such policy, he 
will give the House of Commons an 
opportunity of discussing the matter. 

(Answered hy Seere fury Lord Georm 
Hamilton.) I have seen the Report 
of the Indian Universities Commis- 
sion, which has been referred to the 
local governments for their opinions. 
When these opinions have been obtained 
by the Government of India the Report 
will be further considered, but at present 
it is premature to attempt to anticipate 
the form in which the policy that may 
he adopted will be announced. Nor can 
I undertake that before that policy is 
adopted it will be submitted for discussion 
in the House of Commons. 


Mr. CAINE: To ask the Secretary of 
State for India whether he is aware that 
at one time the only law college in Bengal 
was in connection with the Presidency 
College ; that, on the affiliation of the 
other law classes, students left the 
Presidency College for those classes, 
where the fees were lower ; and that the 
Government thereupon abolished — the 
Presidency College classes in law ; and, 
whether it is now proposed to revive the 
Presidency College classes in law and to 
abolish the aftiliated classes. 


(Answered by Secretary Lord George 
Hamilton.) The proposal referred to in 
the Question is contained in the Report of 
the Indian Universities Commission 
(paragraphs 121 and 122). As I have 
said, in answer to the preceding Question, 
I understand that the Government of 
India have not yet arrived at. any con- 


| clusion on the subject. 
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State for India whether his attention 
has been called to the recommendations 
of the Indian Universities Commission, 
and to the proposed closing of local law 
classes ; and whether he will protect the 
interests of the poorer students from 
suffering through increase of fees. 


(Answered hy Secretary Lord (reorge 
Hamilton.) I beg to refer the hon. 
Member to my answer to the last Question 
but one. The matter referred to will 
not be lost sight of by the Government 
of India, who, I am confident, will take 
due account of the interests of the poorer 
students. 


Rosslare Railway Company--Damage to 
Roads in South Wexford. 

Mr. FFRENCH (Wexford, 8.) : To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
that some of the roads in South Wexford 
have become almost impassable owing to 
the damage that has been done by traction 
engines hauling materials for the Rosslare 
Railway Company ; and whether he will 
endeavour by legislation or otherwise to 
compel the owners of traction engines in 
all such cases either to repair the damage 
or contribute to the upkeep of the roads. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) Repre- 
sentations have been made to the effect 
stated in the first part of the Question. 
Legislation would be necessary to confer 
on local authorities in Ireland powers 
analogous to those conferred on local 
authorities in England in recovering 
damages for excessive wear of highways 
by reason of extraordinary traffic The 
question of legislating for Ireland in this 
direction is under consideration. 


Promotion Claims of Re-employed and 
Reserve Officers. 

CoLoneEL LEGGE (St. George’s, 
Hanover Square): To ask the Secretary 
of State for War whether he will consider 
the claims to promotion of re-employed 
and reserve officers of Regiments and 
Departments who have been serving at 
home during the late war in South 
Africa, and whose services are still being 
utilised. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
Among the re-employed and _ reserve 
otlicers whose promotions were gazetted 
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on the 17th instant the names of some 
who are still employed will be found. 
Should further cases arise of such 
officers who had not then completed the 
qualifying service of eighteen months’ re- 
employment at home and who are 
recommended for promotion, they will 
be duly considered. 


Army Hair Brushes. 

Mr. SOARES: To ask the Secretary 
of State for War whether he is aware that 
hair brushes are distributed free to the 
Cavalry but not to the Infantry; and 
will he explain the reason of the dis- 
tinction. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
If the hon. Member will kindly refer 
to Army Order 244 of October 1902, he 
will find that the issue of a hair brush 
has been sanctioned for each soldier of 
the Foot Guards, Infantry of the Line, 
and Royal Army Medical Corps. 


South African War — Transport — Over- 
crowding on the ‘‘ Drayton Grange.” 


Mr. H. C. RICHARDS: To ask the 
Secretary of State for War when the 
evidence and report of the inquiry as 
to the lack of medical stores and danger- 
ous overcrowding on the ‘‘ Drayton 
Grange” will be laid upon the Table 
of the House of Commons; and whether 
he will state what action he proposes 
to take in the matter. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
The report has not yet reached the 
War Office. 


Hong Kong Post Office. 

Mr. WEIR: To ask the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies, in view of the 
fact that a site for a new post oftice 
at Hong Kong has been purchased, 
will he state when it is proposed to 
proceed with the construction of the 


building. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Chamberlain.) 
Designs for the new buildings were to 
have been invited locally, but the calling 
for designs was postponed pending the 
Secretary of State’s decision as to the 
proposals for providing quarters for the 
Chinese Post Ottice statf on the existing 
post office site, which involved an 
alteration in the conditions on which 
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the purchase of the site for the new 
post office was sanctioned, The Secretary 
of State’s decision was given in a 
despatch of 4th September, so the 
Governor has got it by now, and will 
no doubt call for designs. 
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Sierra Leone Government Steam Launch. 
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Mr. MOON: To ask the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies, whether the 
steam launch recently provided for the 
Sierra Leone Government at a cost of 
£4,805 has since been sold for less than 
half its cost. 


(Answered by Mr Secretary Chainherlain.) 
There is no foundation for the state- 
ment that the launch recently provided 
for the Sierra Leone Government, at a 
cost of £4,805. has since been sold for 
less than half its cost. 


Secondee Pier. 

Mr. MOON : To ask the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies whether he has 
any official reports showing that no 
steamers, but only small lighters at low 
water, are ableito use the pier at Secondee 
recently completed at the cost of £26,887, | 
and whether a crane at the end of the 
pier is so built that it cannot lift boilers 
or other heavy pieces of railway material 
on to the trucks on the pier ; and will he 
say by whose advice a pier was constructed 
where it is. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Chamberlain.) 
The pier at Secondee was constructed for 
the use of small steamers and _ lighters | 
whose draught does not exceed five feet, 
aud such vessels are able to use it. There 
are four cranes on the pier, three of which 
can now and always could lift boilers or 
other heavy articles up to four tons in 
weight, direct into trucks ; and the fourth 
erane (a ten-ton one), which could 
originally only lift boilers or other articles 
of exceptional bulk on to the deck of the | 
pier, has since been raised five feet, thus 
enabling it to lift them on to the trucks. 
The pier was constructed where it is by 
the advice of Messrs. Coode, Son, and | 
Matthews, the well-known engineers. 


Cirencester Board ag and Voluntary | 
ools. 


Str CHARLES DILKE: To ask the 
Secretary to the Board of Education 
whether his attention has been directed ' 


‘removed by their 
Cirencester, Watermoor Trinity National 


| children from 
| arrangements are not 
| they are recognised by the 
| Education as an aid to continuity of 
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to the case of some children who, having 
been attending a Church school and 
having been taken away from that school, 
their parents being dissatisfied with it, 
were refused admission to the Cirencester 
board schools ; and, seeing that after the 
refusal of the School Board to admit the 


children the parents were fined for 
neglecting to send their children to 


school, can he state the grounds on which 


/admission was refused by the School 


Board, and whether in such cases regard 
can be had to the wishes of the parents 
in respect of the training of their children. 


Answered by Sir Wham Anson. 
{ L by Sir Will { 

Three children, named Godsell, were 
parents from the 


School, and were refused admission to the 


| Cirencester, Lewis Lane, Board School, in 


or about May last. An arrangement 
existed between the School Board and 
the managers of voluntary schools in the 
town forbidding capricious migration of 
school to school. Such 
uncommon, and 
Soard of 


teaching. Complaints arising under 
Article 78 of the Code are dealt with by 
the Board of Education on their merits. 


_ In the present case the parents complained 


of “unkindness” to the children at the 


| Watermoor School, but sent no reply to 


a request of the Board of Education that 
they would specify some instances of 
unkindness. The Chairman and Vice- 
Chairman of the School Board interviewed 
both parents and children, and were 
satisfied that the complaint was ground- 
less. The Board of Education thereupon 
supported the School Board in their 
exclusion of the children as “ reasonable” 
(Article 78). 


(2.15.) QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 





Repatriation of Boer Prisoners. 

Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, 
Rushelitfe): I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for War what number of 
those who were prisoners of war at the 
signing of the terms of peace in South 
Africa have been sent back to their 
homes, what number still remain at the 
places where they were confined, what 
are the numbers and places respectively, 
and what arrangements have been made 
for the return of these. 
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Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 


tHe WAR OFFICE 
Lancashire, Westhoughton): The num- 
ber of prisoners of war repatriated or 
om route is about 13,000. The numbers 
remaining are—at St. Helena, about 
200; at Bermuda, about 400; in 
Ceylon, 2,800; and in Indian camps, 
6,200. Arrangements have been made 
for bringing back 7,000 of those in 
Ceylon and India before the end of 
the year, and the remainder can be 
sent back very soon afterwards if they 
have declared allegiance. 


Mr. PIRIE (Aberdeen, N.): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies, with reference to the fund of 
£3,000,000 granted for re-stocking and 
reinstating Boers on their farms, 
whether any portion of that sum has 
been employed in the travelling ex- 
penses of the repatriation of the Boer 
prisoners. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): The answer is in the 
negative. The cost of bringing the Boer 
prisoners back to the new colonies falls 
upon Army funds. 


Mr. PIRIE: To what use is the fund 
known as the Repatriation Fund put in 
South Africa ? 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I do not 
know to what fund the hon. Member 
refers. I do not know that any fund 
is specially called the Repatriation Fund. 


Mr. PIRIE: The fund on which 
cheques are drawn for repatriation pur- 
poses. Perhaps the right hon. Gentle- 
man will inquire. 


Woolwich Arsenal Paymaster and 
Collection of Income Tax. 

Captain NORTON (Newington, W.): 
Ibeg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether he will consider the 
advisability of making arrangements so 
that Colonel A. B. Williams, now acting 
as paymaster at the Royal Arsenal, 
Woolwich, should not also act as assessor 
and collector of income duty for the 
establishment. 
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Lorp STANLEY: Under the present 
procedure the paymaster supplies the 
surveyor of taxes with information as to 
the wages of the men whose earnings 
render them liable to income duty, and 
collects from them the amounts that 
official states to be due. The money is 
not deducted from the men’s wages, but 
voluntarily paid to the paymaster. 
There appears to be no reason whatever 
ior altering this procedure, nor does the 
hon. Member offer any. 


H.M.S. “Montagu ’—Trial Trip. 

Sir WILLIAM ALLAN (Gateshead) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Admiralty if His Majesty’s battleship 
“ Montagu” has had a trial trip, and 
if he will state what have been the 
results, and the condition of the 
Belleville water-tube boilers after the 
run. 


THE SECRETARY To THE ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr. ARNOLD-ForRSTER, Belfast, 
W.): The results of the trial trip of the 
“Montagu” have been unsatisfactory. 
There was considerable leakage trom the 
joints of sleeves in the boilers, and a 
number of the lead plugs in the generator 
tubes blew out, owing to their being 
incorrectly fitted. The sleeves and 
plugs are being replaced, and it is 
anticipated that no further trouble will 
arise. 


Sir WILLIAM ALLAN: May I ask 
who bears the expense of repairs to this 
new battleship under these circum- 
stances ! 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The con- 


tractors for the engines. 


Somaliland Operations—Cost—Financial 
Obligations of India in matters Imperial. 

Mr. CAINE (Cornwall, Camborne) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
India if any action has been taken 
between the Imperial and the Indian 
Governments with regard to the re- 
commendations contained in paragraph 
360 of the Report of the Indian Ex- 
penditure Commission, urging that His 
Majesty's Government on the one hand 
and on the other hand the Secretary 
of State in Council, after consultation 
with the Government of India, should 








807 (uestions. 
draw a Treasury Minute authoritatively 
settling the extent to which India has a 
direct and substantial interest in certain 
clearly-defined areas of the Empire out- 
side the boundaries of British India ; 
has such a Minute been prepared and 
authorised ; and, if so, will it be made 
publie. 

I beg also to ask the Secretary of State 
for India if India is to be held to have 
any direct or substantial interest in Somali- 
land ; and, if so, to what extent ; and will 
any portion of the cost of the present 
expedition against the Mullah be charge- 
able upon Indian Revenues, and to what 
extent, 


THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
INDIA (Lord GrorGe HAMILTON, 
Middlesex, Ealing): Perhaps I may be 
allowed to answer these two Questions 
together. If the hon. Gentleman will 
refer to pages fourteen to seventeen 
of the Parliamentary Paper, No. 169, 
which was ordered by this House to be 
printed in May last, he will see that an 
agreement has been arrived at as to the 
matters to which his Question relates, 
but that it was decided to ratify it by 
publishing the correspondence on the 
subject between the Treasury and the 
India Othee, rather than by the drafting 
of a Treasury minute. He will also see 
that, under this agreement, the Govern- 
mett of India are not to be regarded as 
having any direct or substantial interest 
in the scene of the present operations in 
Somaliland. Accordingly, no portion of 
the cost of those operations will be 
chargeable to Indian Revenues. 


Coronation Medals. 

Mr. GEORGE FABER (York): I 
heg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department whether the Corona- 
tion medals are all, or any of them, dated 
26th June, 1902; and, if so, why, when 
the date of the Coronation was altered, 
the date on the medals was not also 
altered before their issue. 


*THeE SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. AKERS 
Dovatas, Kent, St. Augustine’s): It should 
be remembered that these medals are the 
personal gift of the King, and that no 
Government Department is responsible 
for them. But it is not, I think, difficult 
to understand the reasons why the date 
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26th June appears on the medals. They 
were got ready for that date, and to alter 
them would have taken a long time 
counting from the date on which the 
Coronation actually took place, so that 
they would not have been ready for dis- 
tribution. Further, it would have cost a 
considerable sum of money to re-make 
them, and in all the circumstances to 
incur further expense in the matter may 
well have seemed unjustifiable. 


Alterations in the Prayer Book. 

Mr. CHARLES M‘ARTHUR (Liver- 
pool, Exchange): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment whether he is aware that, in a 
recent edition of the ‘“ Book of Common 
Prayer,” the King’s printers have made 
certain alterations from the authorised 
text, and will he state by whose authority 
they were made. 


Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS: The altera- 
tions referred to by my hon. friend raise 
questions of very great importance and 
complexity, and involve a long answer, 
which with the permission of the hon, 
Member I propose to circulate with the 
Parliamentary Papers. 


Local Loans—Term of Repayment. 

Sir ALBERT ROLLIT (Islington, .): 
I beg to ask the President of the Local 
Government Board whether he proposes 
to act upon and carry out the report of 
the Select Committee on the Term of 
tepayment of Loans, especially in rela- 
tion to loans in respect of the better 
housing of the people; and, if so, when 
he will introduce legislation for the pur- 
pose ; or whether the Local Government 
Board propose to act upon the recom- 
mendations in the report as a matter of 
Departmental administration. 


THe PRESIDENT «Fr tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD | Mr. WaLteR 
LonG, Bristol, 8.): Legislation would be 
necessary to give effect to some of the 
recommendations of the Committee, 
particularly in relation to loans for pur- 
poses of the Housing of the Working 
Classes Acts. It would not be practic 
able to legislate on the subject during 
the present Session; but 1 have the 
Report of the Committee now under 
consideration, and | hope shortly to 
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arrive at a decision with regard to the 
proposals in it so far as administrative 
action is concerned. 


Motor Car Regulations. 

Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, 
Rushcliffe): I beg to ask the President of 
the Locait Government Board whether he 
will next session introduce and press for- 
ward a Bill to place the law respecting 
motor Cars on a more satisfactory footing, 
by removing the present hard and fast 
limit as to speed, by requiring registra- 
tion, by making the use of public roads 
by these vehicles subject to respect for 
the rights, convenience, and safety of all 
other users thereof, and by enacting a 
heavy maXimum penalty for breaches 
of these conditions. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: In May last, 
in the debate on the vote for the Local 
Government Board, I indicated the 
general lines on which amendment of 
the law as to motor cars should, as it 
seemed to me, proceed; but I pointed 
out that there were considerable diffi- 
culties in the way of a settlement of the 
question. icannot at the present time 
give any pledge as to legislative pro- 
posuls for next session; but it will be a 
matter of satisfaction to me if I find it 
practicable to deal with the matter then. 


Alien Immigration Commission. 

Siz HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central): | beg to ask the President of 
the Board of Trade it he has received 
the Report of the Royal Commission 
upon Alien Immigration, which was 
appointed several months ago; and, if 
not, when he expects to be in possession 
thereof, or if an instalment of the evi- 
dence taken will be laid upon the Table. 


THe PRESIDENT or tHE BOARD 
or TRADE (Mr. Geratp BALFovr, Leeds, 
Ventral): The Royal Commission has 
hot yet made a Report, and I cannot say 
when it is likely to do so, but I have no 


doubt its proceedings are being conducted | 


with all necessary despatch. 


Sir HOWARD VINCENT: Is the 
right hon. Gentleman aware of the press- 
ing nature of this matter, seeing that 
over 60,000 aliens have come into this 
country this year ? 
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Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I have no 


control over the proceedings of the Royal 
Commission. 


Questions. 


Underground Telegraph Wires—Wireless 
Telegraphy. 

Sir JOHN LENG (Dundee): I beg to 
ask the Postmaster General if he will 
state how far underground wires have 
now been extended in the direction of 
Scotland; and whether, in the event of 
another breakdown of overhead telegraph 
wires, he will arrange for communication 
being maintained by Marconi’s wireless 
system. 


THE POSTMASTER GENERAL (Mr. 
AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN, Worcestershire, 
E.): Pipes and wires have been laid as 
far as Warrington, and nearly fitty miles 
ot pipes have been put down between 
Preston and Shap, beyond which point 
the work has not yet extended. | am 
afraid that at present the Department 
could not obtain useful assistance from 
the Marconi wireless system in such 
an emergency as that to which the hon. 
Member refers. 


Open Competitions for the Telegraph 
Service. 

Captain NORTON: I beg to ask the 
Postmaster General if he can state 
the number of candidates and vacan- 
cies for the post of telegraph learner 
in London in the last open competi- 
tion, at which the prospect of attain- 
ing a salary of £190 per annum was 
held out to the competitors by the Civil 
Service Commissioners ; and also the 
number of candidates and vacancies for 
the post of male learner in London in 
the last open competition held in 1902, 
as well as the number of marks obtained 
by the highest successful competitor in 
each case and the percentage they re- 
present of the aggregate. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The 
last open competition for the situation 
of male telegraph learner in London at 
which the prospect of attaining a salary 
of £190 per annum was held out to 
/competitors by the Civil Service Com- 
| missioners was held on the 21st Janu- 
/ary, 1890. On that occasion 415 candi- 
| dates competed for 70 situations. The 
| first successful candidate obtained 927 
| marks out of 1,000, or 92°7 per cent. 








sll Questions. 


The last open competition for male 
learners was held on the Ist August, 
1902, when 88 candidates competed 
for 75 situations. The first successful 
candidate obtained 1,604 marks out of 
1,900, or 84°42 per cent. 


Conviction of a Metropolitan Policeman 
for Perjury. 

Mr. CULLINAN (Tipperary, 8.): I 
beg to ask Mr. Attorney-General 
whether he will cause to have laid upon 
the Table of the House copies of the 
shorthand writer's report of the trial of 
Police Constable Rolls in the Central 
Criminal Court, London. 


THe ATTORNEY-GENERAL (Sir 
Robert FINLAY, Inverness Burghs): There 
is no intention of doing that. The hon. 
Member will find the evidence in the 
records of the Central Criminal Court 
published this month. 


Mr. CULLINAN: Was aspecial note- 
taker employed in this case ? 


Str ROBERT FINLAY: 


say. 


I cannot 


Glasgow Rectorial Election Disturbances. 

Mr. FLYNN (Cork Co., N.) : I beg to 
ask the Lord Advocate whether his 
attention has been called to the serious 
rioting and disturbances in connection 
with the rectorial election campaign in 
Glasgow, and to the fact that an attack 
was made on the Liberal Committee by 
the supporters of the opposing candidate, 
and that police constables were injured ; 
will he say whether any arrests were 
made in connection with these disturb- 
ances ; and whether adequate precautions 
for the protection of life and property 
during the progress of these rectorial 
contests in Scotland will be taken by the 
authorities. 


THE LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
GRAHAM Murray, Buteshire): Inquiry 
has been made into the occurrences at 
Glasgow referred to by the hon. Member, 
and I am informed that they cannot be 
described as serious, that both political 
parties among the students have taken 
part in them, that one policeman was 
slightly injured but not, itis believed, by 


the act of a student, that no arrests | 
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have been made, that no damage has 
been done to property other than that 
belonging to the students, and that the 
assaults on party head-quarters have 
been carried out in perfect good-humour, 
and have usually been the prelude toa 
united smoking concert. The Chief 
Constable has taken adequate precautions 
for the protection of life and property, 
and, in these circumstances, | am not 
prepared to recommend any exceptional 
measures for the suppression of disorder, 


Mr. FLYNN: Is it because the 
students are supporters of the Chief 
Secretary that no action will be taken! 


No answer was returned. 


Eligibility of Women al the Education 
ill. 

Mr. PLUMMER (Newcastle-on-Tyne): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of the Board 
of Education whether, with a view of 
making plain the position of women in 
the werk of public education in the 
future, he will state in what capacities 
under the provisions of the Education 
Bill they will be enabled to act. 


*THE SECRETARY oF tae BOARD or 
EDUCATION (Sir Wittiam Anson, Cam- 
bridge University): Under the Education 
Bill, women will be eligible for the 
Boards of Managers of public elementary 
schools. They will also be eligible for 
places on the Education Committee of 
the Local Education Authority. This is 
plain from the terms of the Bill. It has 
always been the declared intention of the 
Government. I may refer the hon. 
Member to an answer given by the First 
Lord of the Treasury to a Question in 
this House on the 10th of April of this 
year.T 


Meetings on Belfast Custom House 
Steps— Collections. 

Mr. MACVEAGH (Down, 8.) : | beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he will 
take steps to prohibit the collection 1 
money at the political meetings held 
every Sunday on Government property 
in Belfast ; and whether he will consult 
the First Commissioner of Works as to 
the regulations at present in force in 
that respect in Hyde Park, London. 





t+ See (4) Debates, ev., 1456. 
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LAND (Mr. WynpuHaAm, Dover): The 
collection of money in Hyde Park is 
prohibited by Statute. I have no power 
to act as suggested, and do not propose 
to introduce legislation. 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN (Kilkenny) : | 


[sit not the fact that the First Com- 
missioner of Works of the last ten 
years has made regulations prohibiting 
the collection of money in Hyde Park, 
and has not the right hon. Gentleman 


similar power with regard to Govern- | 


ment property in Ireland ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I have said not. 
The collection in Hyde Park is pro- 
hibited under the Parks Regulation Act, 


1872. 


Sergeant Sullivan, R.I.C.—Evidence of 
Mr. W. P. Nolan. 

Mr. MACVEAGH: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
ot Ireland, as President of the Local 
Government Board of Ireland, whether 
he has called upon Mr. W. P. Nolan, as 
one of the clerks of that Board, and as 
the handwriting expert of the Govern- 
ment in Ireland, for a statement as to 
the authorship of the forged letter 
attributed to Sergeant Sullivan ; and, if 
so, whether Mr. Nolan’s Report will be 
communicated to the House. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The reply to the 
first part of this Question is in the 
negative. 


Mr. MACVEAGH: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he can state how 
often and for how many days Mr. T. P. 
Nolan has been absent from his duties 
inthe Local Government Board Office, 
Dublin, for the purpose of working or 
giving evidence as a handwriting expert ; 
whether he can state what ofticial per- 
mitted him to absent himself to give 
evidence on behalf of Sergeant Sullivan 
or in other cases in which the Irish 
Government were interested; what re- 
muneration he received from all sources 
and whether any deduc- 
tion was made from his salary as a 
Government official by 
absence trom duty. 


in each case ; 
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Mr. WYNDHAM: No special leave 
| was given to Mr. Nolan for the purpose 
of engaging in this work or of attending 
| He applied for and 


(Juestions. 


'to give evidence. 
obtained leave of absence from the Vice- 
President of the Board in the ordinary 
way, from time to time. No deduction 
from his salary was made when he was 
on leave of absence. The payments 
made to him in respect of his employ- 
ment as a handwriting expert were as 


follows :—£21 16s. 7d., £19 12s. 4d., 
£19 ila 3a, £20 226, £65 5s. 


£28 8s. 2d.; total, £105 11s. 4d. 


Closing of Irish Prisons. 

Mr. MACVEAGH: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
ot Ireland whether, in view of the num- 
ber of prosecutions and convictions in 
Ireland under the Criminal Law and 
Procedure (Ireland) Act, it is intended 
to re-open the five prisons in Ireland 
which were closed as unnecessary last 
December on the order of the General 
Prisons Board. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: It is not proposed 


to re-open any of the prisons referred to. 


Belfast Orange. Institution. 

Mr. DEVLIN (Kilkenny, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that the hon. Member for South 
Belfast and Mr. Samuel Boal of Belfast 
have been summoned to appear before 
a court of the Orange Institution, with 
' the obiect of compelling them to adopt 
acertain course of action; whether he 
intends to proceed against the persons 
concerned, under the provisions of The 
Criminal Law and Procedure (Ireland) 
Act, 1887; and whether he intends to 
proclaim the local Orange body as an 
illegal association. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The reply to this 


(Juestion is in the negative. 


The Proclamation of the City of Dublin. 

Mr. WILLIAM O'BRIEN (Cork): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland why the 


city of Dublin was proclaimed under the 
Criminal Law and Procedure (Ireland) 
i Act. 








815 (Quest: ms. 


* Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, S.): 
right hon. Gentleman answers the (ues- 
tion—[ ‘Order, order ”’ from the NATION- 
ALIst Benches]. You are not going to 
bully me! 


* Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member has risen to put another 
Question. That ‘s sometimes done, and 
it may be in order, but I must first hear 
the Question. 


* Mr. TULLY : The Question I wish to 
ask is whether without this proclamation 
the right hon. Gentleman could deal with 
the real offenders as a case of trading 
under false pretences ? 


* Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The 
Dublin was proclaimed because the 
Government was advised that a newspaper 
published there, called the Irish People, 
had for some weeks contained illegal and 
criminal matter. 


* Mr. TULLY: Now will the right hon. 


Gentleman answer my Question, Does not | 
this paper falsely purport to be edited by | 


Mr. William O’Brien, and has not the hon. 
Member publicly repudiated it? That's 
false pretences. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 


Police Supervision—Case of Pat Meany, 
Quinn. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
he is aware that two members of the 


Royal Irish Constabulary, in uniform, have | 


continually followed Pat Meany, of Quinn. 
since August last to fairs in Clare, 
Limerick, and Tipperary, to the fair of | 
Croom on the Ist of September, Bally- | 
sanders, and Newcastle West 1st October, 
Tipperary Town 10th October, to Ennis | 
14th October, and that they are constantly 
following him; and will he state the | 
reason for this action by the police. 


Mr. 


correctly 


WYNDHAM: The facts 
stated in the Question. 


are 


movements of this man are under police | 
supervision because he is suspected of 
illegal practice. 


‘COMMONS} 


Before the | 


City of | 
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_ Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Is a 
formal charge to be made against this 
man ? 
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Mr. WYNDHAM: If the evidence 
justifies it a criminal prosecution will 
be instituted, and prior to doing that, 
enquiries must be made. 


Hard Labour Sentences in Ireland. 

Mr. WILLIAM O'BRIEN: T hee to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he has 
observed that Mr. Samuel P. Harris, who 
was sentenced by Messrs. Horne and 
| Kelly, resident magistrates, to three 
months imprisonment with herd labour 
and an additional term of three months 
in default of giving bail, for a speech at 
|a public meeting, was described by 
counsel for the Crown as a_ Protestant 
| gentleman of the highest respectability ; 
and, seeing that if this sentence had heen 
confirmed it would have disqualified Mr. 
Harris for membership of the District 
Council of which he is a member, and 
| that County Court Judge Adams cleclared 
| that he did not want to add to the 
sentence any unnecessary degradation, and 
ordered Mr. Harris to be treated 
first class misdemeanant, whether a copy 
of Judge Adams's judgment will he 
furnished to the resident magistrates of 
Ireland. 7 





as a 


Mr. WYNDHAM: It has been the 
rule to furnish resident magistrates with 
the authorised judgments of the Superior 
Courts on questions of law arising upon 
the administration of the Crimes Act. 
In this case County Court Judge Adams 
gave his reasons for altering the punish- 
ment awarded by the magistrates. It is 
| obvious that his observations on this sub- 
| Ject, which have been published in the 

| Metropolitan and local Press, do not fall 
| within the rule, and it is not proposed to 
| circulate them in the manner suggested. 


*Mr. TULLY: May I ask whether 
| Removable Kelly, who gave this harsh 
| sentence, was one of the noble band of 
| patriots of the Freeman’s Journal, 


The | 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! I 
| Shall have to take strong measures if the 
/ hon. Member persists. 
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*Mr. TULLY: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman undertake not to draw any 


more removables from the staff of the | 


Freeman's Journal ? 


Goods Rates on Irish Railways. 

Mr. JOYCE (Limerick): I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he is aware that the 
freight rate charged on goods from 
Listowel via Waterford to Liverpool is 
30s. per ton, while from Newcastle West 
by the same route, twenty-four miles less 
land carriage, it is 32s. 6d. per ton ; and 
that the freight from Neweastle West to 
Limerick is 6s. 3d. per ton, and from 
Limerick to Liverpool 25s. per ton, so 
that the railway company charges 1s. 3d. 
per ton less for taking in and delivering 
out goods twice than they do for doing 
so only once; and will the attention of 
the Department of Agriculture be called 
to the matter with the view of facilitating 
the transit of Irish produce to the English 
market. 


Me. WYNDHAM: The Department 
has heen in correspondence with the 
Railway Company in this matter, and 
has been informed that an exceptional 
rate of 30s. per ton for butter in casks, 


boxes, ete., from Neweastle West to 
Liverpool, via Waterford, has been 
issued. 


Irish Congested Districts Board 
xpenditure. 

Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL (IXerry 
W.): | beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
he will grant a Return dealing with the ex- 
penditure of the Congested Districts Board 
tor Ireland during the eleven years of its 
existence as distributed over counties 
scheduled. 
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Mr. WYNDHAM: I am prepared to 
give a Return, but it may not be possible 
to give it in the precise form desired by 
the hon. Member.+ Perhaps he will be 
good enough to repeat the Question on 
Thursday next. 


Kerry Fisheries—Coomenaum Slip. 

Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL: I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether the (on- 
gested Districts Board for Ireland asked 
the County Council of Kerry to get their 
surveyor an estimate of the cost of a slip 
at Coomenaum, Cahirciveen; whether 
they objected to his first estimate as too 
large; whether, when he again sent in 
an estimate, they objected as being too 
small; and what steps do they now pro- 
pose taking with regard to this matter. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Two schemes were 
submitted. The first was considered 
impracticable, the second unsuitable. I 
informed the hon. Member on Thursday 
last that questions dealing with the 
further expenditure of moneys on works 
of this character can only be decided 
after a careful consideration of the whole 
matter. 


Hard Labour Sentences under the_ Crimes 
Act bg ary Government Instruc- 
tions to Resident Magistrates. 

Mr. ARCHDALE (Fermanagh, N.): 
On behalf of the hon. Member for Mid. 
Armagh, I beg to ask the Chieti Secretary 
to the Lord Iieutenant of Ireland 
whether the Under Secretary, Sir David 
Harrel, has given instructions to resident 
magistrates on the subject ofthe sentences, 
or form of sentences, imposed by them 
in cases brought before them under the 
provisions of The Criminal Law and 
Procedure (Ireland) Act, 1887. 





+ The Return on the Paper was as follows : 
—Return giving Expenditure in the various 


—~Expenditure in Congested Counties (lreland), 
counties scheduled as congested in Lreland, up 


tothe 3lst day of March 1901, in the following form : 





‘al instruction. 





Parish Committees 


Estates purchased. 
| 
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nor indirectly, verbally or in writing, has 
the Under Secretary, or any other person 
connected with the Government, or, so 
far as | am aware, any person unconnected 
with the Government, ever suggested to 
any resident magistrate or magistrates 
what sentence or form of sentence they 
should impose in cases brought before 
them under the Crimes Act before, during, 
or after the hearing of such cases. | 
desire in the strongest way to resent the 
suggestion that the resident magistrates 
in Ireland, in the discharge of their oath- 
bound duties would be intiuenced by any 
consideration, save what they, to the best 
of their ability, conceive to be the merits 
and justice of the case before them. 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: Mav 
l ask the right hon. Gentleman 
whether he ean explain the remarkable 
unanimity with which the magistrates on 
a particular day began to give hard labour 
sentences to those whom they tried tor 
political otfences. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The explanation 
for which the hon. Gentleman asks is, J 
think. contained in the answer | have 
already given namely, that these mav 
strates passed sentences in accordance with 
their views of the justice and merits of 
the cases brought before them. 


Mr. TULLY: What instructions did 
the right hon. Gentleman give in my case 


Sal 


when they sent me to gaol 4 


Irish Executions. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Lreland, whether, under the 
new rules for regulating the executions 
of capital sentences in Ireland, the 
executioner is bound to be detained in 
the prison, or its neighbourhood, until 
the coroner has decided whether he 
requires him to give evidence at the 
inquest ; and, if so, who has the power 
to detain him pending the decision ot 
the coroner. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The new rules 
require that the executioner shall remain 
in the prison until he has completed the 
execution and until permission is given 
to him to leave. His detention after 
the execution would be a matter for 


{COMMONS} 
Mr. WYNDHAM: Neither directly | 





(Juestions. 820 


arrangement between the sheriff, or his 
representative, and the governor of the 
prison. 


Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN: But will 
the coroner's request be recognised by 
the Governor or sheriff ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: It is a matter, | 
think, for the governor of the prison, 
The questions the coroner has to decide 
are as to the identity of the body and 
whether the judgment of death was 
duly executed. It may be that in the 
opinion of the governor there is ample 
evidence available from persons other 
than the executioner, whose attendance 
at the execution is a statutory obliga- 
tion. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: Is the 
right hon. Gentleman aware that in the 
case of Dr. Cross, alleged to have been 
executed in Cork gaol—— 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order. The 
hon. Member must put that Question 
down on the Paper. 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: I have put 


it down several times. 


Mr. SPEAKER: That is a 
reason why it should not be put again. 


iif j 
£o00d 


Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN: When I 
put the Question before [ was told that 
the prison rule there was no 
Now 


under 
power to detain the executioner. 
the rules are being altered. 


Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
is asking as to a specific case, and he 
must put his Question down. 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: I submit, 
Sir, it is in order to ask if the right hon 
Gentlemanis aware that in the case o! 
Dr. Cross, alleged to have been exe- 
cuted—— 


Mr. SPEAKER: If a Question re 
lates to a particular case, notice must be 


given, 


I will try 
I want a 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN : 
to put the Question down. 
satistactory answer. 
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Sergeant Sullivan, R.I.C.—Supposed 
Promotion since his Trial. 

Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary .to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland, whether Sergeant 
Sullivan, who was tried for perjury in 
the West of Ireland, and who is now 
stationed in Dunshaughlin, county 
Meath, got any step in promotion in the 
rank of sergeants since he was tried for 
perjury ; and whether his removal to a 
station of the class of Dunshaughlin, 
which is the headquarters of a district 
inspector, constitutes promotion in the 
Royal Irish Constabulary. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The charge on 
which Sergeant Sullivan was prosecuted 
it the Sligo Winter Assizes of 1898, and 
on which he was acquitted, was, in 
popular language, for having written a 
letter inciting to crime. The answer to 
the remainder of the (Question is in the 
negative. 


Irish Prison Warders —Hours of Duty. 

Mr. TULLY: I beg to ask the Chiet 
Seeretarvy to the Lord Lieutenant ot 
Ireland, whether he will be prepared to 
extend the scope of the proposed inquiry 
into the prison system in Ireland so as 
to include the number of hours of duty 
it the prison warders in the local prisons 
is compared with the system prevailing 
in English gaols. 


Me. WYNDHAM: A sworn inquiry 
will be held into the special cireumstances 
ot Limerick prison and the treatment of 
Mr. Flanagan. But it is not proposed to 
hold.a general inquiry into the Irish 
prison system. 


Labourers’ Cottages Scheme in Cork Rural 
District. 

Mr. SHEEHAN (Cork Co., Mid): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he will 
state the grounds on which the Local 
Government Board refuses to sanction the 
present scheme of cottages promoted by 
the Cork Rural District Counci!, and the 
matters which require arrangement be- 
tween the Local Government Board and 
the District Council. 


Mr. WYNDHAM : It was proved that 


the occupants of sixteen cottages were 
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not agricultural labourers. The issue of 
the Provisional Order is deferred until 
the District Council has considered these 
cases, and to what extent the scheme 
should be modified accordingly. 


Constitution of Crimes Act Courts— 
r. Harrel, R.M. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 
S.): L beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether, 
in view of the fact that Sir David Harrel, 
the Under Secretary to the Lord Lieuten- 
ant of Ireland, who advises the Govern-— 
ment in the institution of proceedings 
under the Criminal Law and Procedure 
(Ireland) Act, selects the resident mayis- 
trates for the constitution from time to 
time of the Courts under this Act, will he 
state how many times and in what cases 
has Mr. Harrel, resident magistrate, 
heen instructed by Sir David Harrel to 
attend, as one of its members, a Crimes 
Court. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The Under Secre- 
tary, Sir David Harrel, does not advise 
the Government in the institution of pro- 
ceedings under the Crimes Act. Such 
proceedings are instituted upon the advice 
of the law ofticers of the Crown. The 
orders for the constitution of Courts are 
given by the Under Secretary in the 
discharge of the duty of his office. 
Resident magistrates are detailed for 
duty at these Courts in accordance with 
the ordinary necessities of the public 
service. Particulars of the several Courts 
attended by Mr. Harrel were given in my 
reply to the hon. Member's Question of 
the 7th July.+ He has not since acted in 
any fresh case. On each occasion he 
adjudicated within his proper jurisdiction, 
in a district to which he had been ap- 
pointed long before the institution of 
proceedings under the Crimes Act. 


Sergeant Anderson. R.I.C. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: T beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Lreland what is the precise 
character of the duties at present dis- 
charged by Constable Anderson at the 
depot of the Royal Irish Constabulary in 
the Pheenix Park; and what measures, if 
any, have been taken to secure that 
Constable Anderson will be protected in 
the performance of his duties. 

t+ See (4) Debates, ex., 918. 
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Mr. WYNDHAM : The constable per- 
forms the usual routine duties at the 
depot, such as guard, fatigue duty, and 
drill. He does not require protection in 
the performance of his duties. 


McCloskey v. Holmes. 

Mr. HEMPHILL (Tyrone, N.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland, whether an action 
now pending in the King’s Bench 
Division, Dublin, at the suit of Thomas 
McCloskey against District Inspector 
Holmes, R.LC., for arrest and false 
imprisonment is being defended at the 
public expense; and, if so, upon what 
grounds; having regard to the fact that 
the charge in respect of which the arrest 
and false imprisonment took place was 
dismissed by a full bench of magistrates 
at the Strabane Petty Sessions, on 
Monday 29th September, the Chairman 
in dismissing the charge added that the 
Bench were of opinion the case was one 
which should not have been brought into 
Court. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The reply to the 
first inquiry is in the negative. 1 may 
add that when such proceedings are 
taken, if the public officer is successful 
in vindicating his character, the question 
of defraving his expenses arises, but not 
before that. 


Agrarian Crime in Queen’s County. 

Mr. DELANY (Queen’s Co., Ossory) : 
I beg toask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether, 
seeing that the last quarterly Return ot 
agrarian outragesin Ireland shows that 
no offence was committed in Queen’s 
County during the three months pre- 
ceding the 30th June last, that the 
Return for the quarter ending 31st 
March, 1902, shows a similar blank, and 
that the Chairman of the County 
Council, and seventeen other local 
inagistrates have protested against the 
proclamation of the county, he will state 
upon whose recommendation the county 
was proclaimed, and when he proposes 
to withdraw it. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The proclamation 
was issued by the Executive Govern- 
ment after consultation with the officers 
locally responsible to Government for the 
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maintenance of the public peace. | 
stated on Monday last that five agrarian 
outrages had been committed in the 
county since 30th June, and that it was 
not at present proposed to withdraw the 
proclamation. 


Arrest of Mr. Reddy, M.P.—Communica- 
tior of Arrests to the Speaker. 

Mr. DELANY: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he is aware that the 
hon. Member for Birr Division of King’s 
County was arrested under a warrant 
signed by Major Dease, R.M., and Mr. 
Newel, R.M., and detained in prison 
awaiting trial from the 14th to the 23rd 
September last ; and will he say whether 
any intimation of his arrest was made 
to the Irish Government, and if any 
instructions on this subject have been 
issued by the Irish Executive to the 
resident magistrates in Ireland. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I stated on Mon- 
day last that this hon. Member, having 
failed to appear in answer to the sum- 
mons served upon him, was arrested on 
the warrant of a resident magistrate 
He refused to give bail for his appear- 
ance at the hearing of the case, and was 
remanded in custody from the 13th to 
the 25rd September. These facts wer 
duly notified to Government. I als 
stated on Thursday last that I had 
directed general instructions to be sent 
to resident magistrates requesting them 
to notify to Mr. Speaker the committal 
to prison of a Member of this House, or 
his arrest and remand, whether on bail 
or in custody. 


Public Meetings in Irish Court Houses 

Mr. POWER (Waterford, W.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that Sir William Paul, Baronet, 
recently convened, at the suggestion oi 
the Lord Lieutenant of the county, « 
meeting of magistrates at the Court- 
house, Waterford. to consider the licens 
ing question ; and that the High Sherifi 
of the County Mayo recently expelled 
from the Court-house, Castlebar, the 
county councillors of that county who 
had assembled for the transaction ol 
county business, and who, on its con- 
clusion, proposed presenting an addres 
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of thanks to the hon. Member for Cork 
City for his efforts in connection with 
the redistribution of land among the 
small farmers of the county; has the 
High Sheriff of a county in Ireland the 
right of attending meetings of County 
Councils, and the power to decide what 
matters may be considered by the 
County Council; and, seeing that the 
Court-houses are maintained by the rates 
levied by the County Council, will he 
take steps to secure to the elected re- 
presentatives of the ratepayers the same 
right as non-elected bodies to the use ot 
Court-houses. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I have no know- 
ledge of the meeting referred to in the 
first part of the Question. ‘The High 
Sherit? of Mayo did not recently expel 
the county councillors of Mayo from 
the Court-house at Castlebar. He in- 
formed them that they should be 
allowed to use the Court-house for the 
transaction of their duties, but that he 
would not permit it to be used for the 
purpose of a political demonstration, 
The councillors thereupon quietly with- 
drew. ‘The intention to hold a demon 
stration of this character in the Court- 
house was announeed in the Metro 
politan and local Nationalist press. The 
custody and control of the Court-house 
is vested in the High Sheriff by virtue 
of his office. 


M ‘Hale v. Sullivan. 

Mr. CULLINAN: I beg to ask Mr. 
Attorney General for Ireland whether he 
will be willing to lay upon the Table of 
the House copies of the shorthand- 
writers report of the civil action in the 
case of M‘Hale vy. Sullivan, tried in the 
Fours Courts, Dublin. 


Tue ATTORNEY GENERAL For 
IRELAND (Mr. AtTKtNSON, London- 
derry, N.): The Crown have no report 
of the nature mentioned. It is, I believe, 
contrary to precedent to lay 
Report upon the Table of the House. 


such a 


Cloonacool Excise Prosecution. 

Mr. ODOWD (Sligo, S.): 
ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequei 
whether he is aware that a jarmer named 
Patrick Henry, of Cloonacool, county 
Sligo, was prosecuted at the Petty 


| beg to 
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Sessions Court of Tubbercurry on the 6th 
February, 1902, for carrying a shot-gun 
without an Excise licence ; that the case 
against Henry was unanimously dismissed 
by the magistrates ; and that on appeal 
the finding of the Court below was un- 
animously upheld by Judge O'Connor 
Morris and his colleagues on the Bench : 
and whether, seeing that this poor man 
has been put to expense in having to 
defend these actions, steps will be taken 
to have his expenses refunded. 


*THE CHANCELLOR or THE EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr. Rircuiz, Croydon) : 


A similar Question on the same subject 
was answered by my predecessor on the 
2nd of July last,t and I see nothing to 
alter in or add to that answer. 


Mr. ODOWD: Is the right hon. 
Gentleman aware that the Board of 
Revenue have already refunded 10s. of 
this man’s expenses, and will he recon- 
sider the matter, seeing that this man was 
the victim of a bogus prosecution, and 
compassionate allowances are given to the 
criminals of the Sergeant Sheridan type ! 


No answer was returned. 


Inch Strand, Co. Kerry—Foreshore Rights. 


Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL: I 
beg to ask the President of the 
Board of Trade whether he is aware 
that the farmers residing near Inch 
Strand, county Kerry, have recently 
been prevented from taking sand and 
seaweed there, though during the last 
100 years there was no prevention; and 
seeing that this will prevent many farmers 
from manuring their land and cause 
them serious loss, will he have a local 
public inquiry with the object of decid- 
ing the high-water mark. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The 
Board of Trade have received complaints 
that the ownerof the adjoining land 
has erected posts upon the beach which 
are said to interfere with the use of the 
foreshore at Inch Strand. Inquiry is 
now being made as to whether these 
posts are above or below the line of 
high-water mark of ordinary tides. 
When this has been ascertained the 
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Board will be in a position to decide 
whether they can take any steps in the 
matter. 

Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL: Will 
the inquiry be a public one ? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I do not 
know that there is any necessity for a 
public inquiry. 


Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL: 


is every necessity. 


There 


Limerick Post Office. 

Mr. JOYCE: I beg to ask the 
Postmaster General whether, in view 
of the result of the recent inquiry 
into the administration of the Limerick 
Post Office, he will consider the advis- 
ability of reviewing the circumstances 
attending the punishment meted out to 
the staff at that office: and whether, 
when the punishments were being im- 
posed, the conditions under which the 
staff performed their duties were taken 
into account: and whether he will 
explain why the official safe is placed in 
its present custody. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 
When any punishment is inflicted all 
the circumstances are taken into con- 
sideration, and it does not appear from 
the enquiry into the Limerick office that 
there has been any punishment inflicted 
there which needs reviewing. The 
official safe is placed in its present custody 
because the officer who usually takes 
charge of it is absent on leave. 


Irish County Court Judges. 

Mr. WILLIAM O'BRIEN: I beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury, 
whether in view of the letter addressed 
to the public Press by County Court 
Judges Curran and O'Connor Morris, on 
controversial subjects concerning their 
part in the administration of the excep- 
tional legislation now in force in Ireland, 
he will take steps to submit the salaries 
of County Court Judges in Ireland to 
criticism in this House. 


THE PRIME MINISTER anp FIRST 
LORD or tue TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
Batrour, Manchester, E.): No, Sir. As 
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at present advised I am not prepared to 
make the change the hon. Member 
proposes. 


Local Government (Ireland) Act (Amend- 
ment) Bill. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: TI beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether, in view of the Amendments to 
the Local Government (Ireland) Act 
(Amendment) Bill standing on the Paper, 
it is intended to proceed with that 
measure during the present session ; and, 
if so, whether he can say when he 
proposes to provide time for its discus 
s1on. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not yet 
despair of being able to find time for 
this Bill, but [ am not at present in a 
position to make a definite statement on 
the subject. 


Marine Insurance Bill. 

Mr. CHARLES MARTHUR: T beg 
to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether he will state why the Marine 
Insurance Bill {H.L.] has with- 
drawn: and whether, in view of the 
representations in its favear by merean 
tile, shipping, and underwriting bodies, it 
will be reintroduced by the Government 
early next session. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: LT understand 
from those who are fully acquainted with 
the proposals of this Bill that there was 
no reasonable prospect of sutticient time 


heen 


being available for its discussion during 
this part of the session. [ can give no 
pledge next but I 
should hope that in that session the Bill 
may be reintroduced, 


Session, 


as regards 


Education Bill- Hiring of Denomina- 
tional Schools. 


Mr. SOARES (Devonshire, Barn- 
staple): I beg to ask the First Lord 
of the Treasury whether, under the 
provisions contained in the Eduea- 
Bill, in those cases in which a School 
Board has been set up, and a denomi- 
national chool has been hired by the 
Board irom the denominational mana- 
gers at a nominal rent, subject to a 
clause in the hiring agreement per- 
mitting the managers to terminate the 
agreement on giving twelve months 
notice, it will be possible for the mana- 
gers to give such notice, and at the 
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expiration thereof to turn the Board | 


school into a school of a denominational 
character. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: At the end of 


such a lease as that contemplated by 


the hon. Gentleman in his Question, the 
buildings would revert absolutely to 
the lessors—that is to say, to the trus- 
tees or the managers of the voluntary 
school. But if it is desired to use these 
buildings as a denominational school, 
this would be a new school, and would 
come under the provisions of Clauses 9 


and 10 of the Bill. 


Brussels Sugar Convention. 

Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): I beg 
to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether he can arrange that ample time 
shall be given for the discussion of the 
Resolution on the Brussels Sugar Con- 
vention, and that it shall be taken at such 
a period of the session as will give the 
interests throughout the country which 
are affected by the Convention as full 
opportunities as possible of expressing 
their opinion for the guidance of Parlia- 
ment: and whether, if the Resolution 
which the Government will submit to 
the House should be carried, the Treaty 
will come into operation even though 
Parliament should decline to sanction the 
legislation which he has stated will be 
hecessary to bring its provisions into 
operation in this country. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes, Sir; it is 
my hope that adequate time will be 
found for the discussion of the Resolution. 
That Resolution will bind Parliament to 
give legislative sanction to the Treaty. 
[ cannot anticipate that Parliament 
will decline the obligation. 


Mr. LOUGH: When is it likely to be 


taken ! 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I cannot give 
any pledge as to the date, but it cannot 
be very long delayed. 


Employment of Children Bill. 


830 
labour of school children, introduced last 
July by the late Home Secretary, and 
withdrawn last week by the present 
Home Secretary. 


Adjournment. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The hon. 
Member will hardly expect me to fore- 
shadow now the legislative programme 
for next session, but this reply must not 
he taken as indicative of a non possumus 
attitude on my part towards the par- 
ticular measure to which the hon. Member 
refers. 


Voluntary School Endowments. 

Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun 
dee): I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury, wiether a complete Return 
has been published of the endowments 
of voluntary (public elementary) schools ; 
and, if not, whether he will cause such 
a Return. showing the capital and 
income of each endowment, to be 
prepared and published as speedily as 
possible. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am informed 
that the preparation of such a Return 
would involve much hard labour and 
expense, and [am not prepared to grant 
it, but | would refer the hon. Gentle- 
man,to the Return of the income and 
expenditure of public elementary schools, 
published last year. 


NEW MEMBER SWORN. 
JoHN LocKIE, Esquire, for the Borough 
of Devonport. 


IRELAND—ADMINISTRATION OF THE 
CRIMES ACT—MOTION FOR ADJOURN- 
MENT. 

Mr. WILLIAM O’BRIEN, Member tor 
Cork City, rose in his place, and asked 
leave to move the Adjournment of the 
House for the purpose of discussing a 
definite matter of urgent public import- 
ance, viz., ‘the proclamation, under the 
provisions of the Criminal Law and 
Procedure (Ireland) Act, of the City of 
Dublin and of nine Irish counties since 


Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.) : | the rising of the House in August, and 
I beg toask the First Lord of the Treasury, | the danger to the public peace arising 
whether it is the intention of the Govern- | from the harsh and partisan administra- 
ment to proceed, at an early stage of the tion of that Act;” but the pleasure of 
next session of Parliament, with the Bill | the House not having been signified, 
for the regulation of the out-of-school! Mr. Speaker called on those Members 
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who supported the Motion to rise in 
their places, and not less than forty 
Members having accordingly risen : 


The Motion {stood over, under Stand- 
ing Order No. 17, until the Evening 
Sitting, this day. 

EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
B 4 . 
Considered in Committee :— 
(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. J. W. LowtHer (Cumberland, 
Penrith) in the Chair. | 


Clause 8 :— 


*(2.50.) Mr. JOSEPH A. PEASE (Essex, 
Satfron Walden) moved the omissicn of 
the words “consent of the” from sub- 
Section (c), with the intention of sub- 
sequently moving the omission of “ be 
required to the appointment of ” and 
the insertion of “appoint and dismiss.” 
He explained that the effect of the 
combined Amendments would be to 
provide that the local education authority 
shall appoint and dismiss teachers. His 
first proposition was that the municipal 
corporations of this country and the 
County Councils as well, had préved 
themselves worthy of the confidence of the 
House, and ought therefore to have 
entrusted to them the appointment 
ot teachers in connection with the 
elementary education of the country. 
Very few hon. Members would venture 
to assert that the County Councils were 
not capable of carrying out this particu- 
lar duty. Already there were more un- 
denominational elementary schools than 
there were denominational, owing to the 
fact that a large number of voluntary 
schools were carried on on undenomina- 
tional lines, and he believed that after 
the passing of this Bill more and more 
schools would be handed over to the 
local authority. They might therefore 
assume that the House was prepared to give 
the local authority the power of appoint- 
ing teachers in the large majority of the 
schools. He would like to point out 
how absurd it was that in one parish 
the ratepayers should have the appoint- 
ment of the teacher while in the adjoin- 
ing parish they should be precluded from 


having a voice in the matter, simply 
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because in the one”case the school was 
publicly provided while in the other the 
fabric belonged to a particular denomina- 
tion. The only logical and sensible plan, 
in his humble}judgment, was that the body 
which provided the resources for carrying 
on the work of the schools should also be 
allowed to appoint, as well as dismiss, the 
teachers. It should also have the statting 
of the school and the decision as to the 
salaries to be paid. Under Clause 7 the 
Committee had already decided that the 
local education authority should be re- 
sponsible for, and have control of, secular 
education, and in Clause & it was pro- 
vided that it should keep efficient all 
public elementary schools and have the 
control of all expenditure. If they were 
now to decide that the managers should 
have the appointment of the teachers, 
surely they would be acting in violation 
of the provision which was to secure 
absolute control to the County Councils. 
Schoolmasters would naturally look for 
direction to the individuals who made 
the appointments, and it seemed to him 
nothing but a farce to pretend that the 
County Council would be able to have 
the control—the supreme control ---of the 
education if it had not the power of, at 
any rate, exercising the initiative in 
regard to the appointment of teachers. 
It would mean that they were going to 
deprive the County Council of the power 
of appointing some 75,000 teachers, who 
were to be paid out of public funds, and 
not out of funds provided by the owners 
of the fabric of denominational schools. 
As a matter of practice, he believed, in 
many counties, if the Amendment were 
passed the County Council would cele- 
gate to the local managers the power 
of appointing the teachers. — bodies 
which were subject to public opinion 
were not likely to act in an intolerant 
manner either to Roman Catholic or High 
Anglican bodies which possessed schools 
of theirown. All they need do was to see 
that, owing to the narrow views entertained 
by some exceptional individuals among 
the clergy, the managers did not abuse the 
power they would have if the provisions of 
the Bill were passed as they appeared on 
the Paper. He knew that most clergymen 
were prepared to act in conformity with 
the prevailing views of the people in their 
respective parishes, but still there were 
some who took an_ intolerant view 
of the opinions held by Nonconformists, 
and it was in order to safeguard the 
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interests of those Nonconformists that he 
thought it was essential the public should, 
if necessary, have the power of initiating 
the appointment of school teachers. The 
iurden of work on Parliament had grown 
very much in late years, and it was desir- 
ible to devolve more of it on the County 
Councils. Surely this was a duty which 
might well be transferred to them. He 
could not see why the owners of the 
fabric who desired to teach a particular 
erecd or dogma should be entitled to the 
appointment of teachers who were to be 
paid out of the rates. He would point 
out that after the passing of the Bill no 
great demand was likely to be made on 
the pockets of the owners of the fabric, 
and instead of them paying voluntary | 
contributions to the amount of £750,000 a 
year, the money would henceforth come 
out of the rates. As to the maintenance 
ot the fabric, there were in existence 
large endowment funds — especially in 
sonnection with Church of England | 
schools—which would suffice to pay 
the cost of repairs. Again, many of | 
these voluntary schools had been 
built to a large extent with public | 
money. Up to 1882 Parliament had 
eontributed £1,767,000 towards the | 
cost of erecting these schools as against 
the £4,866,000 provided by voluntary | 
effort. Since then many voluntary 
schools had been erected, because those 
who contributed to them desired not so | 
much to see a particular creed or dogma 
taught, but to avoid the expense of a 
School Board. In 1870 the public | 
contribution represented 34 per! 
cent. only of the cost of maintain- 
ing education in voluntary schools ; | 
today it amounted to no less than 78} 
per cent., and it was only tair and right | 
that the public who paid that 78} per | 
cent. should have the appointment of the | 
schoolmasters, whose salaries represented 





the main portion of the expenditure. | 
'that possessed 


effort to | Chureh of England. 


What he and others resented was that 
there should be a_ clerical 


control the civic and political action of | ; 
| tormists 


the people on the assumption that any 
denomination had a divine call to ap- 


point public secular teachers exclusively | 


from their own sect. He and_ those 
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children in the schools. It might be 
said that the public had some little 
control, inasmuch as they could appoint 
two out of the six managers. But they 
would be in a permanent minority, and, 
in the event of there being a recalcitrant 
majority, friction was sure to exist be- 
managers and the local 
authority; proselytising would be _pos- 
sible, and a denominational atmosphere 
might be maintained throughout the 
whole period of secular instruction. 
The Government seemed to have one 
tune in the country, and a different 
practice in the House. The Prime 
Minister at Manchester said the Govern- 
ment heartily desired that the public 
control should be a reality. It was 
because that desire was shared by the 
supporters of the Amendment that they 
asked that the public authority should 
have the initiative in the appointment 
of teachers. The right hon. Gentleman 
went on to appeal to the triends of the 
Bill to turn their attention to increasing 


| the authority of the Borough or County 
’ Lon) © 


Councils. He (the hon. Member) desired 
to support that appeal, and to ask that 
properly elected representatives of the 
people should be trusted in this matter. 
Since the re-assembling of Parliament, 
no concession had been made indicative 
of a disposition on the part of the 
Government to give increased powers 
to the local authority. He believed that 
the authority could exercise the powers 
far better than the managers. The 
work might be delegated from time to 
time, but in order to avoid friction the 
supreme control should be in the hands 
Already under the 
existing law Nonconformity was, to a 
large extent, penalised. The number of 
opportunities for the Nonconformist to 
become a teacher in an_ elementary 
school was very small as compared with 
by members of the 
Over and over 
again cases had occurred of Noncon- 
j being compelled to become 
communicants of the Church of England 
in order to secure a livelihood. The 
Opposition did not want such «a system 
They resented  prefer- 
members of the 


a church to deal with this matter without | Church of England as against Non- 


any regard to the free and independent 


choice of the people or the parents ot the!a fair field and no 
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County Council could be relied upon 
to treat with tolerance any particular 
view in a_ particular locality. They 
did not seek to deprive the children 
of religious education, but they asked 
that it should not be provided by the 
State out of public money. The 
Government, by accepting the Amend- 
ment, would do a great deal to placate 
the Opposition and still the agitation 
in the country. Ninety-nine per cent. 
of the parents would be satisfied with 
the character of the religious in- 
struction given under the supervision 
of the local authority. No doubt a 
certain number of clergymen, and 
probably all the Bishops, would resist 
the concession, but there were always 
some individuals not satisfied when any 
large measure of reform was passed. If 
the concession were refused, the Govern- 
ment would be handed down to obloquy, 
as having abused the confidence placed 
in them at the last election, when they 
were returned on a very different issue. 
The State would gain by the concession, 
the people would be more contented, the 
great stumbling-block in the Bill would 
be removed, the children would grow up 
better citizens, and if the Government 
sowed their seed well a rich and abun- 
dant harvest would be secured for the 
Empire. 


Education 


Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 8.), on a point 
of order, submitted that the question of 
the appointment and the dismissal of 
teachers were quite distinct matters, 
one of which had already been partly 
dealt with. He therefore suggested that 
the Amendment should be put in such 
a form as to confine it to the appoint- 
ment of teachers, and leave the question 
of dismissal free to be dealt with on its 
own merits. 


*THE CHAIRMAN said the Amend- 
ment, which had to be taken in con 
junction with a subsequent proposal, 
raised the question of appointment and 
dismissal. 


*Mr. JOSEPH A. PEASE (intervening) 
said that, if it was the desire of the Com- 
mittee, he would limit the Amendment to 
the appointment of teachers. 


Mr. Joseph A. Pease. 
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*THue CHAIRMAN said that in that 


case the present discussion would be 
limited to the appointment of teachers. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 3, line 14, to leave out the words 
‘consent of the’ ”—(Wr. Joseph A. Pease.) 


Question proposed, “That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Clause.” 


(3.8.) Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The 
Committee, having listened so often 
to my observations on this Bill, will 
hardly require to be told what attitude 
the Government felt inclined to take 
up in regard to this Amendment. | 
have listened with satisfaction to the 
statement of the hon. Member that the 
County Councils are extremely compe- 
tent to deal with the question of primary 
education, and that not only are they 
well fitted both by their constitution 
and by the time at their disposal to deal 
with all the provided schools in their 
respective areas, but he would, without 
misgiving, be glad to see the area of 
theirresponsibilities enlarged, anticipating 
nothing but advantage from the change. 
The hon. Gentleman is well acquainted 
with the West Riding of Yorkshire, the 
County Council of which has expressed 
great diflidence as to its power to deal 
with primary education, and I am glad 
to know that in his judgment, at any 
rate, those fears are untounded. The 
real essence of the Amendment lies 
in the fact that it takes away from 
the managers the right to select teachers 
ina denominational school. The Govern- 
ment are of the opinion that the change 
in the Bill cannot be effected without 
destroying the character of the measure. 
It is true that in the counties in which, 
as the hon. Member said, the right to 
select the teachers is delegated to the 
managers, the actual working of the 
measure would be on the lines that we 
propose to lay down by statutory pro- 
vision ; but the hon. Member must be 
well aware that, though that might 
frequently happen, it would not always 
happen, and there is no security that it 
would ever happen. The trustees and 
managers of the voluntary schools wou!d, 
I think, have every right to consider 
themselves deeply aggrieved by the pro- 


posal of the Government, if we were to 
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insert a provision making it completely 
dependent on the action of the County 
Council whether or not the denomina- 
tional schools were to retain their 
denominational character. It is a 
fundamental principle of the Bill that 
the denominational character of the 
denominational schools should be pre- 
served, and I do not think it necessary 
at this stage of our proceedings to repeat 
the arguments which have been adduced 
on that subject. Those of us who 
support the Bill hold that, while giving 
up the control of secular education, 
subject to this limitation, to the popularly 
elected bodies, it is absolutely necessary 
in order to retain the denominational 
character of the schools that the appoint- 
ment of the teachers should be left to 
the managers. Those who differ from that 
view will, of course, vote for the Amend 
ment; those who agree with it will 
support the Government. ‘This is a 
question, not of detail, but of principle ; 
itattects the very root of the measure, 
and therefore the Amendment cannot 
he accepted. 


Mr. BRYCE was surprised that the 
right lon. Gentleman, having admitted 
that the Amendment raised a question 
of principle, should have disposed of it in 


so briet and summary a fashion. The 
Opposition also looked upon it as a 
question of principle, and they had 


expected a much fuller and more serious 
statement of the objections entertained 
by the right hon. Gentleman to 
a proposal which prima had 
every argument in its favour. The 
Frst Lord of the ‘Treasury jumped 
at the conclusion that this Amendment 
would destroy the denominational 
character of the schools completely, but 
the Opposition looked upon the main- 
tenance of the character of denomina- 
tional schools as almost the only feature 
of the Bill. As faras elementary education 
was concerned it was the one feature of 
the Bill. He felt that he must comment 
upon the extraordinary jump made in 
saying that the denominational character 
could only be preserved by retaining the 
appointment of the teachers for the 
denominational managers. Why was 
thatso? They had suggested other 
methods before the recess. The right 


fucie 
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impression that the first thing the local 
authority would do would be to endeavour 
to mortify or vex the local managers 
by appointing teachers who would not 
carry out their wishes. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I never said so. 


Mr. BRYCE said that idea seemed to 
be in the right hon. Gentleman’s mind, 
and was influencing him in giving this 
summary refusal to the proposal of his 
hon. friend. He believed that the local 
education authority would look out tor 
the best men and tor nothing else. The 
men who were best for secular education 
would necessarily be the best for religious 
instruction. They had had a large 
experience of this matter in the case of 
the School Boards, who now choose the 
masters with regard to their all-round 
fitness and capacity for teaching, their 
general character and moral tone, and 
the record of their lives; and the men 
so chosen, by the unanimous agreement 
of those who knew a great deal about 
religious teaching in our board schovls, 
had been found most efficient in giving 
religious teaching. Why shouldthat not 
be the case under this Amendment! He 
could not see that the right hon. Gentle- 
man was justified in his assumption 


that the local education authority 
would override the managers. The 
First Lord of the ‘Treasury had 


admitted that the choice of the master 
was the most vital appointment of a 
school, and ail the professed anxiety of 
the Government to give the widest con- 
trol to the local edueation authority came 
to nothing if the most essential part of 
choosing the teachers was withheld. If 
this duty was not vested in the local 
education authority, what became of 
their control over any kind of education ? 
If the managers appointed the master, 
they would be his master, and the local 
education authority would be in the 
distance and rarely accessible, represented 
by only one person. The managers 
would be on the spot, possessing official 
) 
them that the teachers would have to 
look as being practically their masters. 
No man could serve two masters, and the 
master, if he had to choose, would see his 
master in the local managers, and not in 
the local education authority. For this 


= 


hon. Gentleman seemed to be under the | reason he looked upon the withholding of 
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the power of choice from the local author- 
ity as a negation of their effective control 
over the school. There were other ob- 
jecions to givng the appointment of 
teachers to the local managers. There 
was the very serious objection that they 
lowered the status of the teacher him- 
self. Teachers in elementary schools 
preferred to find a place in board 
schools, rather than in voluntary schools. 
Why? = Not necessarily because the 
incomes were larger or more desirable, 
but because they were the servants of a 
public authority, and felt that they were 
more secure; they felt that they were 
not at the beck and call of a particular 
manager. In board schools, teachers 
were not required to discharge other 
functions in addition to teaching. They 
felt that they had a recognised position 
as servants of the State, which raised 
them as members of their profession. 
Then there was the argument that in 
enlarging the field of choice they enlarged 
the excellence of the teachers. By giv- 
ing a wider choice, the local education 
authority would be enabled to look for 
the best men from every quarter, free 
from denominational restrictions or tests, 
thus improving the chance which all the 
schools possessed of drawing the best 
teachers in the country into their service. 
Surely at this time of day the arguments 
which thirty years ago induced this 
House to abolish tests in the universities, 
and pretty nearly everywhere else, and 
which only a few months ago led the 
authorities at King’s College to abolish 
tests, ought to be weighty andimportant 
with regard to nearly half the schools of 
this country. Surely none would defend 
a system under which the managers 
might say to a candidate applying 
for a position in an elementary school 
“You are equally able, religious and 
conscientious with the candidate who 
is a member of our denomination, and 
even better, but because you will not 
declare yourself a member of our denomi- 
nation the school cannot admit you as a 
teacher.” He sometimes asked himself 
at what period were we living when 
we saw an anachronism like this sur- 
viving in the era in which we lived to 
obstruct the progress of education and 
the development of our schools ? He had 
tried to indicate the objections they had 
to the plan of the Government, and he 
would content himself with saying that 


Mr. Bryce. 
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in addition to the injury to the individual 
and to the schools, and the trouble and 
friction which would be produced by this 
divided allegiance, he felt that the supreme 
argument to justify this Amendment was 
that until they gave to the local education 
authority the appointment of the masters 
they would not give it that absolute 
control which the Government protessed 
to give. 


(3.25.) Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: | will 
not detain the Committee, but as I was 
reproached for the brevity of my speech, 
may I, in order to understand the right 
hon. Gentleman’s position, put to him 
two questions? Firstly, in his view 
would he desire that the education 
authority should consider the religious 
qualifications of the teacher to teach in 
a denominational school ? In other words, 
would it be the duty of the education 
authority to see that the teacher of a 
Roman Catholic school was a good Roman 
Catholic ? If not, I think he will admit 
that the idea of saying that this Amend- 
ment would safeguard the denominational 
schools is absurd. Secondly, if, on the 
other hand, they are to consider the fit- 
ness of particular teachers to teach the 
Roman Catholic religion in Roman 
Catholic schools, is that not applying what 
he describes as a religious test ! 


*Mr. EMMOTT (Oldham) said he was 
going to argue this from the point of view 
of those who supported denominational 
schools. The great fact lying before 
those interested in denominational schools 
seemed to be that, unless this Bill was a 
sound one, denominational schools would 
go. If the people were trusted in re- 
gard to this matter sufticient teachers 
would be appointed able to give denomi- 
national teaching in denominational 
schools, and the Bill would work more 
smoothly than by this attempt to get 
all the teachers appointed by the 
managers, in order to safeguard the 
interests of those who desired to retain 
the denominational schools. On _ those 
grounds he appealed to the Government 
to consider the wisdom of the course they 
seemed inclined to adopt. In regard to 
his argument, he admitted at once that 
they must put the Roman Catholics on 
one side, This Bill was not promoted 
for the sake of the Roman Catholics, 
because five-sixths of the denominational 
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schools in England were Church of Eng- 
land schools, and but for those schools 
this Bill would not have been introduced. 
He had always maintained that the 
Roman Catholic case was a separate one, 
jor they attached more importance to a 
denominational atmosphere; they had 
made untold sacrifices for their schools, 
which generally existed in large centres 
of population where there were consider- 
able numbers of Catholics, and conse- 
quently they were entitled to separate 
treatment. Neither side of the House 
would listen to separate treatment, how- 
ever, and some other must be found. He 
thought if they left this question to the 
localities to deal with, it would be dealt 
with by them in a spirit of fairness. 
They had done it, and were doing it, in 
the evening schools, held in denomina- 
tional schools. Every wise School Board 
hal treated these evening schools on 
the basis, of appointing teachers satisfac- 
wry to the denomination, and no complaint 
orditticulty arose. Hebelievedinthat way, 
if a locality were trusted, Roman Catho- 
lies would not suffer the hardships they 
were afraid they would sutfer under a more 
mplete system of popular control than 
this Bill gave. He appealed to the 
(Government in this way. Was this Bill 
lair to the country at large, and, above all, 
to Nonconformists ? Had the country at 
larye the chance of getting the best men 
for teachers or not under this system ? 
Again, he appealed on the question 
whether it was necessary to have teachers 
all of one denomination for the denomina- 
tional schools. Finally, he appealed to 
the Government on the question of 
whether, under the Bill which had caused 
so much irritation and annoyance, the 
system could last which the Government 
were now attempting to inaugurate. He 
nee not worry about the question of fair- 


ness. Out of 20,000 schools inthiscountry, 
vome 12,000 were Church of England 
schools. Practically, what the Govern- 
ment said by the managers appoint- 
ing teachers was this, that in all 
these 12,000 schools all the teachers 
must he members of the Church of 
England. That was, in three-fifths of 


the schools of the countr 'v they must have 
members of the Church of E ngland, and 
oily members of that dvnsmimebion. In 
regard to the other two-fifths, the mem- 


bers of the Church of England had an 
equal chance. 
better chance 


In the past they had a 
because of their excellent 
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Supposing the popula- 
tion was divided almost equally between 
Churchmen and Nonconformists, they 

would take four-fifths of Churchmen as 
teachers, and one-fifth from the rest of 
the country. That was not fair, and no 
man could say so. Were they going to 
get the best men? They could not get the 
best men if they restricted the choice in 
this way. On the question of whether 
teachers should be all of the denomina- 
tion, he would remind the House 
that the real difference between the 
teaching given in most of the Church 
schools and the better system of the 
Cowper-Temple teaching under our better 
board schools, was infinitesimal. If they 
could get at the average doctrinal te ~ach- 
ing the parent would like given to the 
average child, he believed that the differ- 
ence between the teaching in the Chureh 
schools and that given in the schools of 
the London, Manchester, and Oldham 
School Boards—which he happened to 
know something about —would be found 
merely infinitesimal. From the point of 
view of those who were Christians—other 

than Roman Catholics—in this country, 
they were, toa large extent, fighting about 
a mere shadow. In Protestant England 
they did not need this special denomina- 
tional atmosphere. It was not fair, in the 
first place, in a single school district. 
In such a district, with a Nonconformist 
majority, what became of the inalienable 
right of the parent to have doctrinal 
teaching according to his view? What 
was wanted was not so much denomina- 
tional teachers, but the best teachers they 
could get—true, honest men and women, 
with, if possible, the fear and lov» of God 
in their hearts. They wanted to make the 
children as good as possible, and for 
that purpose they ought to have religious 
teachers, but it was of infinitesimal impor- 
tance that they should ali be Church of 
England teachers even in denominational 
schools. “his was a national scheme, 
and ought to be treated from a national 
point of view. They had no right, as a 
nation, to settle a scheme which must to 
a large extent be a scheme of proselytisa- 
tion, although he admitted it was not 
meant to be anything of the kind. 
There were something like 365 sects 
in this country, and to carry out the 
claims for a denominational atmosphere 


in the school to its logical result each 
sect would require its own school. No 
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such scheme as that could be national. 
it was not under any such scheme that 
the best men the country had produced 
had grown up. He asked whether there 
was any possibility that the system which 
the Government was going to inaugurate 
could last. He had no right to expect 
that his voice should have any etfect, but 
he begged the Government to consider 
more caretully the wisdom of the course 
they were taking. He was perfectly 
certain that even in the interests of 
those schools which they desired to 
support this Bill was bound to break 
down, and with it would go the system 
they were trying so laboriously to set up. 


(3.45.) Mr. MIDDLEMORE (Bir- 
mingham, N.) said he deeply regretted 
to hear from the First Lord that the 
question at issue in the proposal before 
the Committee was vital. He did not 
believe it was vital to the majority of 
his supporters on the Ministerial side, 
and he certainly did not believe it was 
vital to the very large majority of 
good sound laymen of the Church of 
England. From the business point 
of view he thought the arrangement was 
bad, and probably in) many cases it 
would be unworkable. For what was 
it? The headmaster was the principal 
civil servant, the principal agent of the 
local authority; after he had been 
appointed by some one else, they fixed 
his salary and paid him. They would 
define his duties, the duties of his 
subordinates, his relations with his 
subordinates. They would have power 
to dismiss him if, on an appeal, they 
were sustained by the Board of Eduea- 
tion—and only in that case—and then 
a2other authority stepped in and made 
the appointment. If they were to 
apply this method to any other practical 
business of life they would be laughed 
at. It remained for the Education 
Department to out-Herod Herod him- 
self. The procedure laid down in the 
Bill resembled weather indicators. In 
foul weather out would come the local 
authority and dismiss the teacher if, on 
appeal, it was permitted in London to 
do so. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: There 1s no 
appeal, only on secular grounds. 


Mr. Emmott. 
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Mr. MIDDLEMORE thought, with 
great respect to the right hon. Gentle. 
man, there must be an appeal as to 
what were secular grounds. Proceed. 
ing with his analogy of the weather 
indicator, out, he said, in fair weather 
would come the managers and appoint 
the teacher. That was unbusiness like. 
But that was not his greatest objection, 
What ecivie right, what moral right had 
the Government to deprive the elected 
authority of the power of appointment! 
In England they valued that right so 
much that he believed if they had it in 
a written constitution this sub-Section 
would not have been possible without a 
prior alteration in the -constitution. 
However that might be, he believed that 
this fundamental law was _ indelibly 
written in the beliefs of the people—that 
absolute control should be derived from 
the payment of the money which enabled 
the institution to exist. Then what 
moral right had they toinflict this great 
disability on half the teachers of the 
country? What had they done against 
the State that the State should turn and 
rend them in this way ? Why should 
they be stricken with this disability? 
The same disability might in future be 
inflicted on the teachers of the voluntary 
schools. How had this situation arisen? 
It seemed to him that a section of the 
Chureh—and only a_ section—wanted 
public money and distrusted those who 
would supply it. [Cries of “ No!” from 
the GOVERNMENT Benches.| They seemed 
to think that their fellow-countrymen 
were meditating some injustice against 
them. He did not believe that at all; 
and at any rate it was gross injustice to 
forestall an injustice by making an act of 
injustice on a very large body of most 
deserving men who were essential to the 
welfare of the Commonwealth. He did 
not believe that Church teaching would 
be preserved in that way. Church 
teaching would be threatened far more 
by the usurpations and exactions of 
extreme members of the Church than 
by any direct attack of Dissenters or 
otherwise. What did they fear from 
this Amendment to confer on the local 
authority the right to appoint teachers! 
In a speech published by his own 

| great leader, the Colonial Secretary— 
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(Cries of ‘Oh, Oh!” from the Oppost- 
tion Benches|—the right hon. Gentle- 
man was his own great leader. [An 
Hon. MEMBER on the Opposition Benches: 
“Where is he?”] In that speech the 
Colonial Secretary drew attention to the 
condition of things in large communities 
in Scotland where the School Boards, 
consisting of grave and stern old 
Presbyterians, invariably allowed the 
Roman Catholics to appoint Roman 
Catholic school masters in their schools, 
who were thoroughly satisfactory to the 
Roman Catholic managers of the schools. 
What should they fear in England?! It 
a difficulty occurred, the managers would 
communicate with the clerk to the 
School Board, who would communicate 
with some member of the sub-committee, 
and then an arrangement would be 
made agreeable to all parties. On the 
other hand, what would happen if the 
local education authority were deprived 
of this essential right? First of all, the 
teachers would be given a grievance with 
which nine-tenths of the community 
would sympathise, and that would only 
be balanced by attaching an equivalent 
disability to the Church teachers. And 
ina dispute between the managers and 
the local authority, it would not be the 
local authority which would eventually 
goto the wall. He did not believe that 
much was to be feared for the Church 
schools from the hostility of the local 


education authorities. The guarantees 
would be of far less service to the 
Church schools than to the local 


authorities. He wished that the Church 
party had been largely generous in re- 
gard to this matter, that they had 
really trusted the people, and that they 
could have gone in for a great clause 
safe-guarding religious teaching in the 
various schools belonging to the different 
denominations. Having secured that, 
they might have left the future of the 
Church schools, both as regarded de- 
nominational teaching and general con- 
trol, to depend only on the loyalty and 
affection of the community. 


*Sik WILLIAM MATHER (Lancashire, 
Rossendale) said he wished to appeal to 
the Prime Minister to reconsider the 
position he had laid down. After the 
speech of the hon. Member for North 


Birmingham, the right hon. Gentleman | 
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should reconsider the expression he had 
made use of that he could not allow 
any deviation from the provisions in the 
Bill in regard to the appointment of the 
managers and the teachers in the non- 
provided schools. The right hon. Gentle- 
man had said that it would not be fair 
to the denominational schools unless 
those provisions were maintained in the 
Bill, because these would be handed 
over, free of rent, for public use, and 
that a considerable amount of money 
would have to be spent in altering and 
repairing the premises. The quid/ pro quo 
for this boon was the two Clauses to 
which reference had been made. 
Personally, he protested most earnestly, 
for that was the bane of the whole 
business. The Government had tried to 
erect a national system of education 
under one authority which involved com- 
plete responsibility on one side in re- 
gard to one half of the children of 
the country, and only a diluted re- 
sponsibility for the other children of the 
country. ‘This Bul was full of checks 
and counter-checks. It was the most 
ingenious piece of construction that one 
could conceive of. It rerainded him of 
the ingenious inventor who tried to 
make perpetual motion machines which, 
of course, never worked. He believed 
that the Bill, in its present shape, was 
unworkable, and he ventured to say 
that, while preserving the denominational 
rights which the right hon. Gentleman 
was so anxious to preserve, the Prime 
Minister might easily make an alteration 
in the Bill so as to make it a practical 
business measUre for the purpose of 
giving tothechildren equal instruction in 
secular subjects throughout the length 
and breadth of the land, by vesting the 
appointment of teachers in the local 
education authority alike for the 
provided and the non-provided schools. 
He quite understood the difficulty of the 
right hon. Gentleman and of hon. Gentle- 
men opposite. They would not surrender 
the right of denominational teaching 
in the non-provided schools. He was not 
in the slightest degree moved in his 
opposition by any fear of clerical influence 
interfering with education in the schools. 
He did not think that that would make 
any difference whatever. He spoke only 
on educational grounds in favour of a 
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simple, direct, self-acting plan for seeur- 


ing the education of the country 
under one authority; and he felt 
that the right hon. Gentleman might 


most reasonably concede the nomination 
of the teachers to the local education 
authority. There were other means by ¢ 
which the denominational character of 
the schools might be retained. After all, 
the denominational character of the 
schools could not be expressed in any 
other way or sense than through specific 
religious instruction. Teachers would 
be seleeted by the local authority for 
their moral and personal qualities as 
high-class teachers ; and, of course, every 
denominational school manager would 
desire teachers possessing such qualities, 
just as much as the local authority. Ii, 
in addition, facilities for religiousteaching * 
were desired, it seemed to him that it 
would be the simplest thing in the 
world for any reasonable Churchman to 
secure, under the Bill, religious teaching 
at certain hours of the day by teachers 


selected for the purpose. If they 
could not secure a national system 
of education under the Bill by some 


modifications of the measure, they would 
he compelled to resist the proposals of 


the Government that the voluntary 
schools should be taken over free of 
rent. They would be prepared to pay 


rent for the schools, and to put the 
schools under local control from top to 
bottom. Let the schools be taken over 
at what they were worth, and let them 
he maintained at the cost of the loeal 
authority. Further, they would be 
prepared to secure that the denomina- 
tional teaching now given in the schools 
should be provided for by the local author- 
itv at such times as would be convenient. 
He would ask the right hon. Gentleman 
to consider whether that was not a better 
plan than that now proposed. The right 
hon. Gentleman was erecting an_ edifice 
on sand, whereas they desired to build it 
on a bedrock foundation. 


(4.3.) Sin JOHN GORST (Cambridge 
University) said that the hon. Member 
who had just spoken had denounced the 
plan for appointing teachers in the Bill 
of the Government as_ tortuous and 
unworkable. {n his opinion no other 
plan was likely to work more smoothly 
than the method provided in the Bill. 
He was not speaking on behalf of those 


Sir Willian Mathe r. 


{COMMONS} 





Bill, 


S48 


who thought that the appointment of 
teachers should be exclusively in * 
hands of the local authority. He was 
speaking in the interest of the walle 
of the House, and he thought the m: jority 
of the country who recognised that, in 
taking over the voluntary schools, the 
teachers appointed should be agreeable 
to the managers and to the local 
anthority ; and that on the : appointment 
of teachers there must be a kind of dual 
responsibility—the religious qualifications 
of the teachers to be satisfactory to the 
denominational managersof the school, and 
the other qualifications of the teachers to 
be satisfactory to the local authority, by 
whom their salaries would be paid. and 
who would be responsible for the etticieney 
. the teaching. In speaking about 
achers, he should like it to be distinctly 
understood that he was not referring to 
pupil teachers. He did not think tha 
they were teachers at all; or that in 
any school, however denominational in 
character it might be, there should be 
any test imposed on pupil teachers, or 
that there should be any obstacle to 
their entering the teaching profession. 
With regard to real teachers, he would 
ask the Committee to consider how the 
scheme with the Bill would worl. 1), 
management, by whom the appointment 
would be primarily made, would consis’ 
of a certain number of denominational 
members and a _ certain number of 
undenominational or publicly elected 
members. Roman Catholie or Chureh 
of England or Wesleyan managers, whi 
had hitherto conducted the schools in 
accordance with their own religious 
denomination, would naturally pick out 
teachers of that denomination who. 1 
their opinion, were intellectually qualified 
to conduct religious instruction in the 
schools, and would propose such teacher: 
to the general body of the managers. 
Were they likely to propose anyone whi 
was not intellectually efficient, or not fit 
to conduct the schools? It would le 
only in one case in a hundred where any 
such proposition would be made. The 
managers would look into the testi moni 
and antecedents of the teacher proposed, 
and it would be the duty of the unde 
nominational managers to make a strong 
remonstrance if an improper person 
were proposed. That strong remonstrance 
would, be attended to, 


in most cases, 
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because of the probable sequel that 
would follow if it were not attended to. 
Ifa candidate of obvious unfitness were 
proposed, and if the majority of the 
managers insisted on appointing him, 
then the minority would at once make 
representations to the local authority, 
giving the reasons why they objected to 
the appointment of that particular 
teacher. In nine cases out of ten, the 
local authority would take the represen- 
tation of the minority as a_ sufficient 
warrant on which to act; but in case of 
doubt they would make inquiries into 
the antecedents of the teacher, and if 
his antecedents were such as not to 
warrant his sélection then they would 
exercise their veto. Therefore, in the 
first place, it was extremely unlikely 
that any improper person would be 
proposed ; secondly, if an improper can- 
didate was proposed it was extremely 
likely that, if the minority objected, he 
would be withdrawn : and, finally, it was 
quite certain that the veto of the local 
authority would prevent the employment 
of an improper teacher. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(stirling Burghs) said that the right hon. 
Gentieman appeared tothink that he had 
entirely disposed of the Amendment when 
he showed how unlike ly it was that the 
managers would propose a notoriously 
unfit person, and how easy it would be 
to get over such an appointment if it 
were made. No one ever suggested that 
the board of management would go out 
et their way to appoint an unfit person. 
What was contended was that the re- 
striction in the Bill limited the choice of 
the managers. He assumed that they 
would appoint the best men they could 
find who came up to the qualifications 
that would be required of them. What 
were those qualifications ? Participation 
in Church services or employment 
in a garden. That was the view 
that had hitherto been taken. But when 
the right hon. Gentleman said that the 
head of management would not be likelv 
to appoint an unfit person to occupy the 
position of teacher, did not the argument 
apply with still greater force to the local 
authority $ Would they be likely to 
select any person who, on religious grounds 
or otherwise, would be distasteful not only 
to the managers but tothe parents. The 
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thought that pervaded that proposal of 
the Government, as it pervaded many 
other proposals in the Bill, was a want 
of faith in the commonsense and good 
feeling of the people. The Government 
had made great concessions as to increas- 
ing the control of the local authority over 
secular education. Let them trust the 
local authority in the matter, and 
believe that they would not do any- 
thing outrageous or against the wishes 
of the managers and the parents. ‘The 


hon. Member for North Birmingham 
seemed to him to hit the nail on the 
head. The hon. Member asked the 
Committee to put out of sight the 
denominational difficulty and to ask 
themselves, was this a businesslike pro- 
posal? The teachers were to be the 


agents and officers of the local authority, 
who would be responsible for secular 
education ; were they to be chosen hy 
another body altogether? That, in itself, 
condemned the proposal in the Bill. They 
should choose either one course or the 
other. They could not have the two 
authorities mixed up in the way proposed ; 
they should trust either one or the other. 
He would trust the managers, and would 
make them the representatives of thie 
locality. That was the straightforward, 
old-fashioned, honest way to which they 
were accustomed. ‘The Government 
declined to do that. Instead, they pro- 
posed a round-about election of a local 
authority through means of the County 
Councils, with some responsibility, more 
or less direct, to the pubiic. Let thein 
trust that body and not go running 
about from one to the other, usi 

each as a sort of watch dog on the 
other. Surely they could believe that 
their countrymen were not likely 
deliberately to take any administrative 
step which would have such a ruinois 
effect on the interests of education as 
the appointment of untitted teachers. 


(4.15.) Mr. LLOYD MORGAN (Car- 
marthenshire, W.) said he hoped it was not 
even now too late to express a hope that 
the Government might vary their decision 
with regard to this important question. 
The speech of the hon. Mem ber for North: 
Birmingham, he thought, was one which 
must commend itself to bothsides of thi 
House as the speech of a fair-minded 
man who had approached the question 
with an unbiased mind. He was satistied 
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-in his own mind that the sentiment ex- 
pressed by the hon. Gentleman was the 
view held by a large majority of fair- 
minded Churchmen. If the Government 
hoped to get this Bill through without 
intense bitterness and protracted con- 
troversy, he thought they would do well 
even now to reconsider their decision. 
The right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for Cambridge University expressed 
the opinion that the committee of 
management was the proper body to 
select the teachers of the non-provided 
schools, and had said that if any difficulty 
arose the public representatives on the 
board of managers would be able to 
bring the matter under the consideration 
of the local authority. Such a state- 
ment presupposed that the two public 
representatives would be men who were 
not in sympathy with the trust repre- 
sentatives, but in the majority of cases 
the public representatives were men 
whose views were in harmony with the 
trust managers, and therefore in nine 
eases out of ten they were not likely to 
turn round on their friends unless some 
very grave scandal occurred. It seemed to 
him that this Amendment dealt with the 
most serious question which this Bill 
raised ; the question of whether religious 
tests were to be in vogue in the public 
elementary schools in tuture. Under the 
system at present in force there might 
be some defence set up for the system ; it 
might be said the voluntary subscribers 
contributed considerable sums towards 
the support of the schools, and that 
therefore it was only right that they 
should have a right to the election of the 
teachers. He did not assent to that 
view, but, even so, it seemed to him that 
when this Bill passed it swept away every 
vestige of the defence that existed at the 
present time. Up to the present the 
voluntary schools had failed by reason 
of their religious tests; they had not 
been able to afford the best teachers, 
beeause it was not likely that the best 
teachers with all the testimonials 
they possessed were going to apply 
to be instated as _ teachers’ in 


voluntary schools when the first thing 
to which they would have to submit 
would be the humiliation of being cross- 
examined as to their church opinion. In 
most cases the question put to these men 
would not be as to what their religious 


Mr. Lloyd Morgan 
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beliefs were, but what their church 
opinions were. The Government had 


taken up a most illogical position jp 
reference to this matter. It was admitted 
that nearly the whole of the time of the 
persons occupying the position of teachers 
in the schools would be taken up in seculae 
instruction, yet, notwithstanding that fact, 
their appointment was to be given to men 
who had least to do with secular eduea- 
tion. It had been said by the Govern. 
ment that the supreme object that they 
had in view in introducing this Bill was 
to establish the education of this country 
on a thoroughly national foundation. He 
could not for the life of him see how that 
was going to be done, if they were going 
to shut out from half the elementary 
schools of the country men who held 
certain religious opinions, and, therefore, 
he was forced to believe that the real 
object of the Bill was not to establish the 
education of the country ona thoroughly 
national foundation, but upon denomina- 
tional lines. Every penny the master of 
the voluntary schools would receive 
would come from the pockets of the tax 
payers or the ratepayers; he would 
hecome to all intents and purposes a 
State servant, and the Government were 
not doing what was fair to the tay 
pavers or the ratepayers unless they 
gave the widest possible basis for his 
appointment. The bargain was not fair 
and reasonable. The Church party only 
gave the use of the building, which they 
had also to maintain in a proper state in 
future, but in return they had first of all 
power, through the clergyman or his 
nominees, to teach the children a particular 
form of religion; they had power to 
appoint all the teachers whose salaries 
were paid by the taxpayers or ratepayers; 
they had power to exclude teachers who 
did not profess certain religious principles; 
and, by their majority on the committee 
of management, power to overrule the 


public managers. He put it to any 
fair-minded man that that bargain 


was not a fair and reasonable one. It 
had been said that the religious atmos 
phere of the schools must be maintained. 
If that were so, let it be maintained but 
not in the manner proposed by the 
Government. The most serious grievance 
which the Nonconformists had, and the 
most serious difficulty they had to meet, 
arose in parishes where there was only 
one school, the Church school. Why 
should the schoolmaster in these schools 
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{3 
be called upon to do this work? What 
did the clergyman of the parish and his 
curate do? It was not a question of 
their being over-worked, as many were in 
large London districts; this difficulty 
presented itself in the small rural parishes. 
The work might well be done by the 
clergyman himself. Those were _ his 
views on the Amendment before the 
House, which he considered was founded 
on justice and reason. He hoped the 
Government would see their way to 
accept the Amendment. 


*Mr. KEMP (Lancashire, Heywood) 
differed trom those hon. Members who 
argued that this was not a_business- 
like proposal. In every bargain the 
consent of both parties had to be 
secured, and if the present holders of 
the voluntary schools were to give up 
those schools the Government had to 
make some arrangement to which they 
would agree. The fears expressed by 
the Opposition as to the great bitter- 
ness that would be aroused in the 
country were, he thought, grossly 
exaggerated. A strong argument in 
favour of the Government case was 
that in the public schools sectarian 
teaching of an extreme kind was given, 
and yet Nonconformist parents had no 
hesitation in sending their sons to those 
schools, He hoped, therefore. that the 
Government would stand to their 
proposals. 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT (Mon- 
mouthshire, W.) thought the First 
Lord of the Treasury was right when 
he said that the Committee had a clear 
issue presented by this Amendment. 
The issue raised was between the 
principles of the Party opposite and 
those of the Opposition. ‘The proposal 
was, practically speaking, to give the 
control of one-half of the schools in 
the country into the hands of private 
persons. It the scheme under the Bill 
was to be a national scheme, the control 
of the schools—which really depended 
on the appointment of the masters— 
ought to be in the hands of the national 
authority, whatever it was, to which. 
the education of the country was 
entrusted. Complaints had been made 
of misrepresentation. ‘There were com-, 
plicated details in the Bill which might | 
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have been misrepresented, but upon 
this question there had not been, and 
could not be, misrepresentation—the 
issue was much too clear. Hitherto, 
we had had a fragmentary and unsatis- 
factory system of education. It was 
admitted that the condition of the 
voluntary schools had not been satis- 
factory. By the plan of the Govern- 
ment it was proposed to set that matter 
right: there was to be co-ordination. 
But in all other departments of educa- 
tional work tests had been abolished. 
In the Universities tests had been 
abolished ; they had been done away with 
in denominational establishments; and 
theSecretary of the Board of Education him- 
self belonged to a denominationai institu- 
tiou in which all tests had been abolished. 
Denominational tests were not permitted 
to interfere with higher education ; and 
yet the foundation of all—elementary 
education—was to be poisoned by their 
impositior. The Government were build- 
ing their educational system upon an 
unsound foundation which would not, and 
could not, stand. They might pass the 
Bill by their Party majority, but a system 
which had its very basis poisoned by this 
question of sectarian tests would never 
be accepted by the country. The 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Cambridge University had said that if 
a man was notoriously unfit he would 
not be accepted. But that was not the 
question. A good educational system 
should secure not only the exclusion of 
the improper candidate, but the accept- 
ance of the best candidate. That, how- 
ever, was just what the proposed system 
prevented. Two categories of schools 
were to be established —the provided 
schools, the masters for which could be 
chosen from the whole nation, and the 
best men selected for the particular posts, 
and those in the second category for 
which the masters would be selected from 
only a section of the nation, and which 
consequently would be distinguished as 
second grade schools. Voluntary schools 
had hitherto stood in the second grade as 
compared with board schools, and their 
inferiority had been due not merely to 
want of funds, but also to the lack of a 
reasonable choice of teachers. That posi- 
tion the Government were proposing to 
perpetuate. What would happen was 
obvious. If a school wanted a master 
and two men presented themselves— 
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neither of them improper, but one better 
than the other — it would frequently 
happen that the better man could not be 
selected because he failed to satisfy the 
test of the clergyman. It was a question 
whether the candidates would even come 
forward, because they would feel it was 
useless unless they qualified by becoming 
members of the Church of England. That 
was an educational disability which made 
the measure a bad educational Bill ; it 
was a fatal fault at the very root of the 
proposal. It could not be denied that 
the success of a school depended on the 
character of the master. If, therefore, 
the entire system was founded on a basis 
upon which the best master could net be 
chosen, it would be one which was not 
national, and which in the long run the 
nation would not accept. In fact, a 
question of profoundest principle was 
raised, and, having the defects he had 
mentioned, the Bill, as an educational 
plan, was an imposture, and could never 
pass as a current scheme in the country. 
The matter had also its political aspect. 
There were said to be 75,000 teachers in 
these schools—75,000 officers in one ot 
the most honourable professions it could 
be the ambition of men to follow, but 
from which they were to be excluded on 
account of their religious belief. What 
other civil profession was subject to such 
a disability! That was the _ political 
aspect of the question, and it was created 
hy giving this power of appointment to 
men Who would conscientiously exercise 
it in favour of their own denomination. 
They had done soin the past, and the 
object of the Bill was to secure them in 
the right to exercise that power. The 
educational system of the country was 


being founded upon denominational 
tests in order to secure to a greater 


degree than even at present existed, by 


additional grants of public money, 
supremacy of the Established Church. 


That was a policy which in his opinion 
would not, and could not, be accepted, 
and it was difficult to believe it possible 
at this time of day for such a plan to be 
proposed. This was a reactionary measure 
of the most vicious type; reversing the 
policy of this nation practically for a 
century which had established civil and re- 
ligious liberty by doing away with these 
tests first of all in the case of Dissenters, 
then by Catholic emancipation, in the case 
of the Jews, and in the case of all religious 
Sir William Harcourt. 
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tests. That was the history of the 
accepted policy of this country for a 
century, and this Bill was founded upon 
a reversal of that policy. The Govern- 
ment were laying the foundation stone 
and corner stone of this Bill upon the 
principle of religious exclusion, and that 
was the question at issue today. That 
was the question which would be at issue 
as long as it contained this principle. 
He had no _ hesitation in saying 
that in his opinion any public body or 
any private individual was entitled by 
all legitimate means to resist any scheme 
founded upon such a principle as that. 
He could understand a_ public body 
saying * You offer us this Bill, and you 
impose upon us the obligation to carry 
on the education of the people, but you 
attach to your measure such conditions 
as we cannot and will not accept. We 
will not make ourselves responsible for 
the education of the people unless you 
give us the tree means of choosing the 
best masters of the school; we will not 
accept the responsibility of educating the 
people if you exclude one half of the 
nation trom the persons who shall be 
occupied as our agents to carry out 
education in the schools.” = The Govern- 
ment had raised, and they were raising, 
resistance to their scheme by adopting as 
the foundation of their plan a principle 
which this country had condemned in 
every other department of the public 
service, and a principle which had been 
condemned in themostvaluableand essen- 
tial of all the parts of our civil life in the 
education of the people. It was for that 
reason they condemned this scheme by 
moving this Amendment. 


(4.50.) Mr. A. J. BALFOUR - I have 
listened attentively to the speech of the 
right hon, Gentleman, and I do not for 
the life of me know whether the right 
hon. Gentleman is in favour of retaining 
the denominational character of the 
voluntary schools or whether he is 
opposed to it. Is the right hon. Gentle- 
man prepared frankly to say to the 
Committee: “I want to abolish the 
denominational schools root and branch, 
and substitute for them a pure and 
unadulterated system of provided schools 
of the Cowper-Temple class”? Is that 
what the right hon. Gentleman wants ? 
The right hon. Gentleman does not reply. 
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The right hon. Gentleman either cannot, 
or will not, answer that simple and 
elementary question. But a great many 
of the right hon. Gentleman's friends have 
answered it ; and said that for their part 
they wish to preserve the denominational 
character of theschools. I think my hon. 
friend behind me, the Member for North 
Birmingham, took that view, and I am 
sure the hon. Member for the Rossendale 
Division took that view, and I think 
the same view is also taken by the hon. 
Member for Oldham and other speakers. 
They want to preserve the denomina- 
tional character of the schools ; therefore, 
whatever the right hon. Gentleman or 
those who sit near him on the Front 
Opposition Bench may desire, those 
followers of theirs have said that for 
their part they desire to preserve the 
denominational chara terof the voluntary 
schools, but they do not like the particular 
method for so doing proposed in the Bill. 
But let the Committee consider the 
alternatives. The very fact that we 
preserve the denominational character 
o'the voluntaryschools, and that religious 
teachingisto be carried oninthese schools, 
surely means —if it means anything 
that somebody or other must determine 
whether or not the teacher is qualified 
to teach denominational religion. You 
may evade this question, but that is 
what it all comes to. If vou mean to 
abolish denominational schools, then do 
so, but if you mean to keep them then 
admit it. The teachers must be selected 
with some regard to their capability ot 
teaching denominational religion. If 
that be admitted, then you have given up 
this question that there is a so-called 
test, about which the right hon. Gentle- 
man was so eloquent. The question is 
whether you shall, or shall not, take 
this into consideration. By an 
irresistible train of reasoning you 
are driven into that dilemma. ‘The 
question therefore is who is to see 
after what I may call the teacher's 
religious qualifications. It seems to me 
absolutely clear that there are only two 
bodies, one of which should have the 
duty thrown upon it. One of these 
bodies is the managers of the schools to 
whom the duty is entrusted by the Bill. 
The only other alternative is the local 
authority. 
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Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.) : 
And they find the money. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The Govern- 
ment prefer the managers because they 
have already got under Clause 7 a de- 
nominational complexion. 


Dr. MACNAMARA: Who gave it to 
them ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: At any rate, 
the majority of the managers are de- 
nominationalists. ‘Therefore the man- 
agers are clearly qualitied to form some 
judgment as to the capacity of the 
teachers to teach denominational religion. 
As to the local authority, do hon. Gentle- 
men opposite propose to throw upon it 
by statute the obligation of considering 
the denominational qualifications of 
teachers? If right hon. Gentlemen 
opposite do not propose to throw upon 
it that obligation by statute, then they 
leave it absolutely open to the local 
authority at its will or pleasure to say 
whether or not religious qualifications 
shall be taken into account in the 
selection of teachers for the voluntary 
schools. [I presume that those hon. 
Members opposite who desire to pre- 
serve the denominational character of 
the voluntary schools will not object to 
making it obligatory by statute on the 
local education authority to consider 
whetherateacher is, fromthe point of view 
of religion, suitable to the school to which 
he is to be appointed. But is that a duty 
we can place on the local education 
authority? Surely the objections to 
such a course are numerous and obvious. 
One is, that it will arouse a profound 
and, | think, a just apprehension in the 
breasts of a large number of people who 
are interested in the denominational 
schools. The hon. Member for Oldham 
has suggested that we should differentiate 
between Church of England schools, 
in which I think the local education 
authority is competent to appoint the 
teachers, and the Roman Catholic 
schools, in which, in my view, it is 
not competent to appoint the teachers, 
All I can say is that I wish good luck 
to any Government or any Adminis- 
tration which is going to try to distin- 
guish in this matter of elementary edu- 
cation between the Church of England 
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schools and the Roman Catholic schools 
to the advantage of the Roman Catholics. 
I promise them a bad quarter of an hour 
in the country. Let the Committee 
remember that the local authority is de- 
barred by the Cowper-Temple Clause 
from introducing the religious question 
into the schools. But if it were left to 
the local education authority to decide 
the religious qualifications of the teachers, 
it would be compelled to take into 
account that element of discord. 1 
cannot conceive that such a scheme is 
a tolerable scheme. As for all the talk 
about the hardship to the teaching pro- 
fession involved in the proposal of the 
Bill, I will not deal with it, for that is 
but a side issue, simply remarking that 
that injustice—if it is an injustice at 
all—is not removed by any plan which 
preserved the denominational character of 
the schools. 
Roman Catholic teachers in Roman 
Catholic schools, Wesleyan teachers in 
Wesleyan schools, and Anglican teachers in 
Anglican schools, it is an essential part of 
any plan to preserve the denominational 
character of the schools. Therefore, I 
say in the interest of common logic, let 
right hon. Gentlemen opposite give up 
these arguments about tests, about the 
injury to the teaching profession, and 
come forward frankly and say they were 
unalterably opposed to the continuance 
of the voluntary schools and fight the 
battle out on that issue. This inability 
to face the real problem at stake reflects 
very little credit on the logic of our 
debates, and certainly is not calculated 
to bring to the settlement of the question 
that clear-cut decision which I should 
be glad to see brought to bear upon it. 


*(5.0.) Mr. ASQUITH (Fife, E.) said 
the right hon. Gentleman had en- 
deavoured by a dialectical artifice to 
turn the attention of the Committee 
from the only question before it. The 
question whether or not the denomina- 
tional character of the schools should be 
continued was not the matter now at issue. 
| MINISTERIAL cries of “‘Itis.”] That 
question was not in the least involved in 
the Amendment before the Committee. 
The right hon. Gentleman might have 
quoted him among those who were willing 
to retain the denominational character of 
the voluntary schools. They were at any 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 
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rate prepared to acquiesce in the mainten- 
| ance of those schools for the purpose of 
dealing with the Bill and the settle- 
|ment proposed by the Government. 
The fallacy underlying the right hon. 
Gentleman’s argument was this—that 
| you cannot preserve in its integrity 
| honest denominational teaching in these 
schools unless you subject all the 
teachers to be employed in them to 
a denominational test. He entirely 
| traversed that argument ; there was not 
| the slightest foundation for it. What was 
| the issue which this Amendment raised ? 
| It was the issue whether the selection of 
| the teachers who were to be employed in 
these denominational schools should be 
in the hands of the local authority or in 
the hands of themanagers. This was now, 
and the right hon. Gentleman did not dis- 
pute it, to al] intents and purposesa great 
State service. Teachers, when this Bill 
| came into law, would be as much employees 
of the State as the Army, Navy, and the 
Civil Service. Every penny which went 
to their remuneration for the performance 
| of their duties would come out of the 
pockets of the ratepayers or the taxpayers, 
and there would not be five minutes of 
their time given to the instruction of the 
pupils, whether secular or religious, for 
| which they would not be paid out of 
j; public funds. That could not be dis- 
| puted. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes, I dispute 
it. 


*Mr. ASQUITH asked from what other 
sources one halfpenny of their remunera- 
tion would come. They were constantly 
told that the pecuniary burdens which 
would fall on the managers and supporters 
of these schools would be the considera- 
tion for their preponderating share in the 
management. The pecuniary burdens of 
the managers were to be measured by the 
cost of keeping the fabric in good repair, 
and the interest on the cost of the fabric 
itself. He would take the value of the 
schools at £15,000,000 or £20,000,000. 
What part of that sum went tothe remunera- 
tion of the teachers, and how could they 
found onthe fact that these schools had been 
built by the denominations and that the 
managers were to keep them in repair a 
claim to the appointment of the teachers ! 
The whole cost of the maintenance of the 
school, including the salary of the teacher, 
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came out of public funds, and to state the 
prope sition in the form of a question was io 
make it answer itself. Primi fucie the 
choiceandappointment of the teacher ought 
tobe vested in the body which had to contri- 
bute the whole cost of keeping the school 
etlicient. The whole dispute arose out 
of the suspicion—of which the right hon. 
Gentleman and his supporters could not 
divest themselves—that these bodies 
publicly chosen could not be entrusted 
with the duty of appointing the teachers. 
It was the right hon. Gentleman’s roeted 
distrust, which appeared over and over 
again in the Clauses of the Bill, not only 
competence, but of the honesty, of the 
bodies he was going to call into existence, 
and to which he was giving nominal 
control of the education of the 
country, which formed the sole ground 
for his opposition to this most reasonable 
proposal that the local education authority 
should have the right of appointment. 
The House of Commons could not start 
on the creation of a vast new system of 
public education with a measure steeped 
in suspicion and distrust of those who 
were to administer it. When once they 
credited these bodies with honesty and 
capacity to discharge their functions, the 
argument in favour of their having this 
elementary right to appoint the teachers 
from the educational, financial and 
administrative point of view was over- 
whelming. He would not go over the 
ground so well traversed by the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for West 
Monmouthshire. Let him summarise 
what lay at the root of the question. In 
the first place, if the Committee left this 
power of appointment in the hands of 
the managers, they were practically con- 
fining the area of selection to the mem- 
bers of a particular religious denomina- 
tion. It was useless and idle to say that 
the power they were giving to the local 
education authority to veto the appoint- 
ment on educational grounds formed a 
remedy. It was nothing of the kind. 
It was not an adequate safeguard 
at all. Therefore they were going to 
starve these schools. [Cries of ‘‘ No.” 
It was starving the schools if they gave 
them a less efficient instead of a more 
efficient staff for the instruction of the 
children. They were going to starve 
the schools by placing practically uncon- 
‘trolled power in the hands of denomina- 
tional and non-representative bodies, so 


{27 OcToper 1902} 


Bill. 862 


that from the educational point of view 
that was objectionable. From the 
political point of view it was even more 
objectionable, because, no matter under 
what veiled language they might disguise 
it, it meant that on the entrance to a 
large public service they were going to 
impose a particular denominational test. 
Then there was the administrative 
objection. Could they possibly imagine 
a more fruitful source of administrative 
friction in the conduct of these schools 
than to have on the one hand a body of 
managers who did not pay the salaries 
of the teachers, and on the other hand 
the local education authority who paid 
the salaries and were responsible to the 
ratepayers and yet with no voice in 
their appointment? Taking human 
nature as it was, and taking English 
public life as it was, they could not 
possibly bring into existence a system 
more calculated to wear out by constant 
friction and attrition two independent 
and practically autonomous authorities, 
one of which managed and did not 
control, while the other controlled and 
did not manage. 


Lorp ALWYNE COMPTON (Bedford- 
shire, Biggleswade) controverted the 
statement that the teachers would 
receive their salaries entirely from taxa- 
tion and rates. To his mind that was a 
financial fallacy. What was the asset at 
present of the denominational school ! 
They possessed a definite asset in the 
buildings and endowments. The value 
of that asset had been estimated in 
various ways. Supposing it was 
£700,000 a year, which was something 
near the mark, that must be taken into 
consideration, because that sum of money 
naturally would go into the total in- 
come out of which would come the 
salaries of the teachers. He had often 
heard it stated in the course of the 
debate that the bargain was one-sided, 
and that the Government in producing 
this Bill had had to make a bargain with 
people with whom a bargain had to be 
made. (Laughter and cheers.) Let him 
explain what he meant. The asset which 
he had spoken of was in existence, and 
nothing could takeit away. He did not 
suppose there was an hon. Member on 
the Opposition side of the House who 
would have the hardihood to stand up 
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and say that he wished to take away this 
asset by spo'iation. In the case of the 
Nonconformists, what was the asset which 
they had brought into the bargain ? 
They might say that their asset was 
their conscience. He had a great deal of 
respect for the conscience of those who dif- 
fered from him in religious matters, but 
he would ask—where had been their con- 
science for the last thirty years? He had 
had a great deal to do with voluntary 
schools in the country, and he asserted 
boldly that in 99 per cent. of thevoluntary 
schools of this country Nonconformists’ 
children had been for the last twenty-five 
or thirty vears going to the denomina- 
tional schools, and although, under the 
law, the parents had been in a position 
to withdraw their children at the time 
of religious education, in the case of 
99 per cent. of the children in the rural 
districts that right had never been taken 
advantage of. The children, for one 
reason or another, had attended the 
religious instruction in the denomina- 
tional schools. Under statute the 
teacier was required to publish the days 
and the times when religious instruction 
would take place, and there was no 
disability imposed by the statute on any 
child who was withdrawn from the 
school at these times. It was a very 
curious thing that the conscience of the 
Nonconformist had been so dormant 
that he had allowed his child. of his own 
free will, to go into the denominational 
school, and to receive the instruction 
which was there given. Let them hear 
no more of this question of a one-sided 
bargain. If it was one-sided he challenged 
hon. Members to show how it was so. 
He had shown that there was an asset : 
he did not know by what means the 
Government had entered into an agree- 
ment that that asset was to be handed 
over. 


Mr. M‘KENNA (Monmouthshire, N.) 
replying to the noble Lord’s argument 
that the denominational assets amounted 
to £700,000 per annum (he did not say 
that that was or was not an accurate 
estimate) maintained that the patronage of 
the appointment of 70,000 teachers was 
worth it and far more. The First Lord 
of the Treasury had stated that the sup- 
porters of the Amendment were in favour 


of the out and out abolition of the} 


Lord Alwyne Compton, 
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denominational schools. Whether that 
was so or not, it had nothing to do with 
this particular Amendment. Supposing 
the Amendment was carried, and that the 
teachers were appointed by the local 
education authority, the managers would 
have the right to prevent these teachers 
giving religious instruction against their 
views. The managers could — bring 
in other persons, or call in a clergyman 
to give denominational teaching. De- 
nominational teaching would therefore 
he secured. The only thing that would 
result would be that the teachers would 
not be submitted toa religious test. They 
had had a very interesting speech from 
the hon. Member for North Birmingham, 
but he had waited in vain for one or more 
of the signatories to the memorial to the 
First Lord of the Treasury on the ques- 
tion of the appointment of teachers. He 
was anxious to know what the First Lord 
nad said to satisfy these hon, Gentlemen 
to induce them to withdraw from the 
position they had taken, and to commit 
themselves to support the Bill as it stood. 
They ought to have some reason from these 
hon. Gentlemen for their change of view, 
for it was conceivable that the supporters 
of the Amendment might also change 
theirs. He would ask the Attorney 
General why the Government haggled at 
this Amendment. They must interpret 
the Bill by what it said, and not by 
what they were told were the intentions of 
the Government. The local authority 
could give directions as to any matter 
relating to secular instruction. Now, 
surely a matter relating to the appoint- 
ment of a teacher who was to give secular 
instruction must be a matter relating to 
secular instruction, and that therefore 
the local authority had power in regard 
tc the appointment of a particular master. 
He was well aware that it was argued 
that that power was destroyed by 
reference to sub-Section (¢). But under 
that sub-Section the consent of the local 
education authority was required to the 
appointment of the teachers. That 
merely meant that if the local education 
authority gave no directions, the managers 
could appoint subject to the consent of 
the local education authority when their 
appointment was made. The inference 
drawn from that sub-Clause was not a 
real inference. Was it not time that the 
Governmentshould considerthe children } 
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Which was the better method of appoint- 
ment in the interests of the children ! 
The local education authority would have 
a tar larger choice to draw upon than the 
managers. He quite agreed with the 
right lon. Gentleman opposite that the 
managers would appoint teachers in- 
tellectually etticient, but they could only 
dothe best they could with the material at 
their hand; they could not have the 
same chance of making a good selection 
as a large local authority. If the local 
authority had the power of appointing 
the teachers, and not the managers, the 
former would be the supervisor of the 
whole schocl area, both as regarded pro- 
vided and the unprovided schools. Why 
not adopt the systemof the London School 
Board which selected a certain number 
of candidates and asked the managers to 
choose one, and not to submit the 
candidates to a religious test ! From that 
point of view he thought the Government 
ought to give tar greater consideration 
than they had done tothe great evil they 
were likely to create by retusing to grant 
the appointment of the teachers to the 
local authority. 


(5.26.) Mr. EDWARDS (Radnor) said 
that the noble Lord who spoke last fromthe 
Benches Opposite referred to the Church 
schools as an asset which the denomina- 


tions had yiven to the public. Well, if 
all the Church schools had been built 


entirely by means of Churchmen’s money, 
then he thought there might be something 
in the argument. But he believed the 
noble Lord would admit thatthe numerous 
grants of public money which had been 
made to the Church had enabled it to build 
far more than it would have 
been able to do with only denominational 
subscriptions. There was this further 
point. There was a school not very far 
from where he lived. It is now a Church 
school, and the noble Lord would claim it 
Church asset. But if he went into 
the history of that school, he would find 
that it was built by a “voluntary” rate im- 
posed upon the people of the parish, 
although a great majority of the people 
were Nonconformists. He admitted that 
the land was given by the landlord, who 
was a Churchman, but it was intended 
that the school should be a parochial 
school and not a Church school. After 
the rate was imposed and paid, and the 


schoc Is 


as a 


school built, the school was transferred to 
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the National Society, and its control was 
vested in the clergyman and the chureh- 
wardens. No Nonconformists had a right 
to be pupil teachers in that school, although 
the Nonconformists were, in that parish, 
in the proportion of twenty to one of 
Churchmen. The Prime Minister had 
said that, in order to maintain the de- 
nominational character of the schools they 
must have a Churchman as head teacher. 
He did not think that was necessary at 
all. For instanee, in the Church schools 
in his parish the great majority of 
the pupils were Nonconformists. Now it 
was an understood thing that on four 


days in the week what was called 
undenominational religious — instruction 


was given, and only on one day in the 
week was the Church Catechism taught 
by the Church clergyman. It was a very 
simple thing for a Nonconformist to be 
headmaster in that school. He felt 
rather strongly on this point, because in 
his county they had fifty-two schools, 
of which thirty-six were Chureh schools, 
and sixteen board or British schools. 
What was the result! In two-thirds of 
the schools in the county Noncontormists 
could apply to be headmasters or pupil- 
teachers. If the Bill passed in its 
present shape, in a county where the 
vast majority of the people were Non- 
conformists, the teaching profession would 
he shut in the face of the vast majority of 
the people. That would be a loss to the 
county, and a_ national well, 
They were all agreed that the religious 
controversy was a great danger, and it 
was a scandal that it should stand in the 
way of the education of the people. Some 
said it was the extreme Church party 
which was in fault, and others the ex- 
treme sectarians, but however it might be, 
this Bill would not relieve the grievances 
of the Nonconformists, and therefore he 
supported the Amendment. 


loss as 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR appealed to the 
Committee to bring this debate now to a 
close. 


*Sm BRAMPTON GURDON (Nor- 
folk, N.) said he had not troubled the 
House on this Amendment before, and he 
should not have done so now but he 
desired to put forward an entirely new 
view. He desired the Committee to look 
at the matter from the point of view of 
the managers themselves. The House 
did not know probably the very great 
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difficulty managers had in the selection 
of teachers, being themselves such a 
small body. ‘These vacancies very often 
occurred suddenly. The managers of a 
small school could have no knowledge of 
other teachers, and very probably adver- 
tised and never got an answer to their 
advertisement. At last someone heard 
of the vacancy. He or she came over on 
a bicyele, and arrived grimy and perspiring 
and wanted an interview. One could not 
find out everything at an interview. He 
or she brought testimonials. The House 
knew what was the use of testimonials ; 
if you were thoroughly incompetent you 
could not be got rid of except with a testi- 
monial. They could not get rid of an in- 
competent Under Secretary of State with- 
out giving him a testimonial as a Colonial 
4zovernor ; and it was the same with school- 


masters. Then there was the question of 
salary. Of course the managers of the 


school said the salary was above the 
average, and the candidate said it was 
below. He had no hesitation in saying 
that 99 out of every 100 managers in 
the country parishes would be only too 
grateful if the House would take over 
this disagreeable responsibility and put 
it on the local authority. A strong local 
Committee could keep a register of 
teachers and candidates, and would know 
the good and bad teachers. They could 
also give promotion where it was de- 
served, and stop it where it was not 
deserved. He thoroughly agreed with 
what the hon. Member for Oldham said 
about religious teaching. The Prime 
Minister said in a previous debate that 
most of the voluntary schools were 
originally Church of England schools. 
Yes, but what Church of England? 
The Church of England, when these 
schools were founded, fifty or sixty years 
ago, practised and taught what were 
now called Nonconformist doctrines. If 
they could now have in all schools the 
teaching given by the Church of Eng- 
land in the *40’s or 50's, he believed 
it would be found not to differ funda- 
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Government would look at it, not from 
a sentimental point of view, but from a 
business point of view, and accept the 
Amendment of his hon. friend. 
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Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) 
said he approached the consideration of 
this Bill without the slightest sectarian 
bias or animus. Every man had a right 
to his own religious belief. Mr. Disraeli 
had once said, when questioned as to his 
religion, that his religion was that of 
every man of common sense, and, when 
further pressed upon the subject, said 
men of common sense never told what 
their religion was. That was his own 
view. For his part, he was opposed to 
even one farthing being given to the 
voluntary schools out of the money of 
the taxpayers of the State, and he was op- 
posed to anyspeciesof religion beingtaught 
in any school in the country at the 
expense of the State, but that was not 
the question here. They found here 
that the voluntary schools were bankrupt, 
and while the Churchmen had strong 
opinions as to what should be taught in 
these schools they objected to pay for 
them. The Government objected to such 
a state of things as that, and this Bill 
was brought in in order to make the 
people pay what the Church of England 
would not pay for its own Church 


schools. Then they were told that the 
Church did contribute something; 
that it lent its schools for a certain 


number of hours to the State, and the 
Committee was asked, in consideration of 
that, to allow the Church to appoint 
all the masters in the schools. Every 
one knew what occurred in rural 
parishes; they knew the influence of 
the parson, the squire, and the chief 
farmers, and they knew the parson was 
absolute master of the schools, and 
would remain so if he had the selection 
of the teachers. That was the position 
he would really be in, because the 
right hon. Gentleman had said that only 


mentally from the School Board teaching | two teachers were to be appointed by the 


at the present day. 
Government would not think this was a 
denominational question, because there 
was no reason why the local education 
authority should not be able to make 
denominational appointments as well as 
the managers. This was not a question 


He hoped the! 


| atrocious and dishonest to 


community, and four by the parson and 
his friends. Naturally the parson would 
appoint a member of the Church of 
England. Was that a religious test or 
not ! These schoolmasters were practi- 
cally civil servants. It was as_ bad, 
impose a 


of denomination, and he wished the | religious test on anyone who wished to 


Sir Brampton Gurdon. 
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follow the teaching profession, as it 
would be to impose it on anyone who 
desired to take a seat on the Treasury 
Bench. It had been said that the parents 
were satisfied; that they did not insist 
on their children being withdrawn when 
religious education took place. No 
doubt that was so. They would be 
marked men if they did. They did not 
dare to do so. But to say that the Non- 
conformists approved of their children 
being taught Church religion was ridicu- 
lous. He would be glad to see the whole 
matter settled in regard to these schools 
by the Governmentsayingthat they would 
pay a fair rent for the school to be 
used during the hours of secular educa- 
tion, in consideration of the public 
authority appointing the schoolmasters, 


but this bargain was an_ unfair 
one, and handed over the religious 


instruction of the entire rural popu- 
lation to the Church of England. 
He considered the proposition of this 
Bill was monstrous, and if he had _ his 
way, the Opposition would withdraw 
from the House in a body, and leave 
the Prime Minister to do what he 
pleased with the Bill. He did not 
see any use in any of these little tinkering 
Amendments; they would not do away 
with the voluntary schools or with any 
religious teaching in the board schools. 
But it should be remembered that at 
the last General Election it was distinctly 
stated that the sole issue before the 
country was the war, and it was not fair 
to use a majority so obtained to hand 
over the schools of the country to 
clericalism. He was sorry that hon. 
Members on his own side of the House 
were so fond of hearing themselves talk, 
and that they would not take the advice 
he gave them of washing their hands of 
the whole concern by saying, ‘“ We have 
nothing to do with what you pass in the 
House of Commons beyond the question 
of the war; we will appeal from the 
House of Commons to the people outside 
and make that the issue of the next 
general election, and we hope that the 
Government will give us a_ general 
election as soon as possible in order that 
the question between us and you may be 
decided.” bs 


(5.50.) 
narvon Boroughs) deprecated the course 
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Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Car- 


£1,600 a year under this arrangement, 


‘ 


Bill. 


suggested by his hon. friend as one which 
was ill-adapted to amend the Bill. 
He agreed that they had to face the 
question of the voluntary schools, and 
his own point of view was that they 
should either buy up the voluntary 
schools or pay a rent for them. The 
Prime Minister had provided the means. 
There was to be a financial provision in 
the Bill, which would, no doubt, be 
reached some time, allocating a sum of 
£900,000, half of which would pay a 
substantial rent for all the voluntary 
schools in the country. The amount ot 
money needed for this purpose had been 
grossly exaggerated. He knew many 
voluntary schools, and knew they were 
built not only by subscriptions from 
Churchmen, but also Nonconformists as 
well—[A Voice: And by railway com- 
panies]|—and by contributions of labour 
as well as money. It had been said that 
the Bill proposed a not unfair bargain, 
but no bargain was fair or just, which 
meant the selling of the civic rights of 
the community for any sum of money. 
It was the duty of the community to 
provide an efficient system of education 
for the children, and they had no right 
for any sum of money to bargain that 
away to any denomination. Noncon- 
formists were taunted that they were 
not prepared to make such sacrifices for 
their consciences as Churehmen, but 
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'Churehmen were first in the field, simply 


because they happened to possess a 
monopoly in the land. In his opinion 
Nonconformists who paid for a School 
Board made greater contribution to 
education than a Churchman who sub- 
scribed to a voluntary school. 


Lorp HUGH CECIL (Greenwich) : 
We do both. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said he would 
take the case of Lord Penrhyn. His Lord- 
ship subscribed £400 a year to the volun- 
tary schools in his district, where the 
teachers were all Churchmen and the 
scholars Nonconformists, but if his Lord- 
ship were rated for a School Board, as 
other quarry proprietors were in 
the adjoining parish, he would pay not 
£400 a year but £2,200. The schools 
were vastly inferior, by every educational 
test, and yet his Lordship, who pocketed 








871 Education 
passed himself off as a very religious man 
before the whole country because he 
gave £400 a year. The noble Lord the 
Member for the Biggleswade Division 
had said that the fact that Noncon- 
formists sent their children to denomina- 
tional schools showed that they did not 
object to their teaching,and the noble 
Lord the Member for Greenwich had 
also said something on the same point 
which he did not quite understand. 


Lord HUGH CECIL: It is rather 
).te for me now to discuss my religious 
convictions. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: The noble 
Lord appears to have approved of 
the religion taught in the board schools 
and then to have disapproved ot it. 


Lorp HUGH CECIL: If the hon. 
Member would read the pamphlet by 
Canon Moberley he would understand 
my position better. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: I shall be 
very glad to read it if the noble Lord 
will send it me. If the noble Lord will 
read Dr. Clifford’s pamphlet I think it 
would not be an unfair exchange. 
The noble Lord had said that the religion 
taught in board schools was not religion 
at all). How many persons had with- 
drawn their children from the board 
schools on the ground of undenomina- 
tional religious education? The noble 
Lord had no right to taunt the Noncon- 
formists with the first until he could 
give the figures of the second. The noble 
Lord had already pointed out that the 
danger of limiting the area of selection 
was that they were bound to get more in- 
competent men. The right hon. Member 
for Cambridge University had said that if 
a teacher was unfit they had the remedy 
of going to the county authority, but 
there was a vast chasm between absolute 
unfitness and great capacity, so that 
the schools would suffer. There were 
men of whom it could not be said that 
they were absolutely unfit, yet they were 
not men of great capacity. Then they 
had to face the fact that a man was 
selected for a different reason. He would 
quote an advertisement for a teacher 
from the Church Times— 

“Wanted, as soon as possible, a schoolmaster, 


Church of England, lay reader combined ; 
C «tholie teaching.” 


Mr. Lloyd-Ceovrge. 
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They might obtain a lay reader who was 
a good teacher, but he would not be go 
necessarily ; and if Churchmen insisted 
on the three qualifications here men- 
tioned, the chances were three to one 
upon getting the services of a good man, 
This question of the teachers was of 
first class importance. He knew a Non- 
conformist School Board, and they had 
a number of applicants for a position: 
the best man was a Churchman, and he 
was selected. If it had been a denomina- 
tional school, he would not say the teacher 
selected would not have passed muster, 
but he would not have been the best 
man to have been appointed, and the 
locality would have suffered. Every one 
who knew the difference that an eflicient 
schoolmaster made would know _ this. 
He knew a district where the school 
master, in fifteen years, had changed 
the whole character and complexion of 
the place and civilised it. It was untair to 
the children of the country that they 
should hamper, embarrass and confine the 
selection of teachers by any sectarian 


test. It was surely not necessary for 
the purpose of preserving — religion. 
If that was so, why could they not 


agree on a religious teaching which, in 
the main, was acceptable to all parties? 
An hon. friend said the other side would 
not agree. But did not that suggest 
thatthe real desire was not to preserve 
definite religious teaching, but some 
other object ! The mass of the children 


of the land passed through Sunday 
schools. There were 800,000 more 


children in Sunday schools than in day 
schools. There was the opportunity to 
give definite religious teaching. There 
was a residue who did not pass through 
Sunday schools, but neither did they 
pass through day schools. Probably 
not more than 90 per cent. of the 
children passed through day schools. 
The balance could not be got at, and 
the proposed system would not touch 
them. They were chiefly in the poorer 
districts, where voluntary schools, as a 
rule, did not exist, for the simple reason 
that the resources for their maintenance 
were not forthcoming. He, therefore, 
put this point to the Committee for the 
sake of a population that did not go 
near either Sunday or day school. For 
the sake of preserving the rights of the 


clergy to promotion which they ought 





~o 
aie 


neve! 
ehild 
edue: 
woul 
unfal 


Dr 
prese 
schor 
a den 
ment 
made 
addit 
dema 
were 
clude 
for 
by ] 
to s] 
test 
to lor 
a pul 
read 
an a} 
The 
letter 
ing |) 

\\ 
a tho 
throw 
instru 
In or, 
organ 
Gres 
Have 
tion ” 
are y 
your 
eauts 
Has ° 
sewil 
she ix 
That 
the 
purp 
get a 
excel 
ethic: 
great 
have 
trom 
that 
Was t 
put | 
the | 
gene! 
Chur 
more 
there 
1882, 


eleme 


vas 

So 
ted 
en- 
ne 
an, 

of 
on- 
ad. 
mn; 

he 
na- 
her 
eT, 
est 
the 
yne 
“nt 
ils. 
il 
red 

of 


ley 
the 
an 
for 
mn. 
not 


es! 
ald 
est 
rve 
me 


lay 
ore 
lay 


ere 
gh 
ley 
bly 
the 
ols. 
nd 
ich 
rer 
3 a 
on 
nce 
re, 
the 
go 
“or 
the 


xht 





873 Education 


never to obtain, education suffered, the 
children suffered, and our system of 
education for a whole generation tocome 
would be crippled. It was absolutely 
unfair. 

MACNAMARA - said 


Dr. that at 


present there were 20,000 elementary 


schools in the country, in 14,000 of which 
a denominational test existed. The state 
ment of the Leader of the Opposition, 
made earlier in the debate, that, in 
addition to that denominational test, 
demands in regard to extraneous matter 
were frequently made, which _ pre- 
cluded the best men from applying 
for posts, had been hotly contested 
by hon. Members opposite. In order 
to show that where a denominational 
test existed there was a_ tendency 
to look for consideration of other than 
a purely educational character, he would 
read a letter from a vicar in answer to 
an application for a post as head master. 
(‘The hon. Member then quoted from a 
letter, in the course of which the follow- 
ing particulars were asked for— 

“What is your manner in school? Are you 
a thoroughly good disciplinarian? Do you 
throw the greatest zest into your religious 
instrnetion? What experie:ce have you had 


in organ playing’ I want a really good 
organist. When have you accompanied 


Gregorians? What Psalter was it you used 7 
Have you ever accompanied a choral celebra- 
tion? What voice do you sing? ... What 
are your chureh views’... Are you and 
your wite regular and devout early communi- 


cauts’ What does your family consist of ” 
Has vour wife been accustomed to teach 
swine? What does she do with this when 


she is laid up 7”’] 

That was all very well, but where did 
the children come in? The whole 
purpose of that correspondence was to 
get a person who would perform these 
excellent and desirable Church services 
eticiently, although at that time the 
great bulk of the money which would 
have been spent on the teacher came 
from public sources. But it was argued 
that there was now a bargain. What 
was the “definite asset” which had been 
put forward? First of all, there was 
the upkeep of the fabric. The most 
generous estimate would not put the 
Church contribution for that purpose at 
more than 2s. per child per year. Then 
there was the building. From 1839 to 
1882, places were provided in Church 
elementary schools for 1,200,000 children, 
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at a total cost of £5,750,000, of which 
£1,250,000 was provided by the State. 
From 18382 to the present day, 1,700,000 
places had been provided in Church 
schools. No official figures us to cost 
were available, but going on the basis 
that 1,200,000 places cost £5,750,000, 
and allowing for the greater demands of 
the Board of Education, the increased 
cost of materials, and the properly en- 
hanced value of labour, the cost might 
he estimated at £10,500,000. That made 
a total of £15,000,000 for the building 
of Church voluntary schools. At 3 per 
cent. that represented £450,000. The 
noble Lord the Member for Greenwich 
had put it at £700,000. Even at that 
figure, what did it mean? The buildings 
were wanted by the local authority for 
only six davs of five hours out of seven 
days of twelve hours—considerably less 
than one-half. Let the iocal authorities 
portion of the Church assets for the time 
they were in the building be taken at 
£300,000 a year—again a generous 
estimate. There were = 3,000,000 
voluntary school children, and the 
Church was giving value to the extent 
of £300,000 a year, or 2s. a child. Again, 
being generous, let it be called 3s., and 
what had they? First of all the State 
found the entire maintenance, 55s. per 
child per year, if the voluntary schools 
came up to the level of the board schools. 
The 2s. for repairs and the 3s. for the 
use of the rooms made a total of 60s., of 
which 5s. was provided privately. The 
State, therefore, found eleven-twelfths, 
and the Church one-twelfth, and yet the 
latter were to have the whole appoint- 
ment of the teachers! The demand was. 
unfair and absolutely preposterous. The 
First Lord of the Treasury said, “ Wemust 
have these schools, because we intend 
to perpetuate denominational teaching.” 
The scheme was impossible. He pro- 
posed to put the whole cost of that 
denomination practically upon the public 
funds, and that could not be done. They 
had either got to provide public money 
for all denominations or for none at all. 
This was practically a provision for one 
denomination. ‘There were other alter- 
natives which would not in any way 
militate against the continuance of the 
denominational system. He had endea- 
voured to mention this in a scheme in 
which schools which had hitherto been 
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voluntaryschoolsand board schools would 
be under public control, while the public 
authority wanted the buildings. Both 
schools under the scheme he suggested 
would begin with a common form of 
religious worship, which 99 per cent. of 
the people of this country wanted. They 
might then easily devise full facilities for 
the giving of specific denominational 
teaching to those who wanted it. That 
would perpetuate denominational teach- 
ing without all this fuss about the 
appointment of teachers. The managers 
would appoint a head teacher and send 
in his name to the local education 
authority. They would say that they 
had no control overthe religious qualifica- 
tions but they had over the secular, and 
they might say that the teacher recom- 
mended was not the best for the secular 
instruction, and that they could get 
plenty better teachers. Consequently 
they would have many deadlocks. The 
scheme was bound to break down in 
practice. Take the case of the School 
soard for London. They had a perfectly 
workable system which carried on deno- 
minational teaching as hon. Gentlemen 
opposite desired. They received all 
applications for teachers, and they went 
through them and reduced them down 
to seven for a head teachership. Then 
they took these seven and selected the 
three best out of the seven. Then they sent 
the three names down to the managers, 
who were permitted to make the final 
appointment. Why did not the Govern- 
ment try that system? Did they think 
that the local authority were not people 
of common sense? Did they think that 
without going into the plan of testing a 
person—which was always putting a 
premium upon hypocrisy—the _ local 
authority would not take care to see that 
the persons they sent down to the man- 
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agers would be agreeable to them? He 
knew of School Boards in Scotland who 
had sent down Roman Catholic teachers 
to meet the particular needs of a par. 
ticular case. If they would apply to 
Father Brennan in London he would 
tell them that under a public school 
system they had been able to select 
teachers quite agreeable to him, and he 
had said that the system had worked 
most admirably. He did not know 
whether a compromise was possible now, 
They ought to see thgt the best person 
was selected from an educational point 
of view, and they ought not to put a 
premium on hypocrisy by retaining a 
denominational test. Why not adopt 
some such plan as that of the School 
Board for London, which he thought 
would be the more practical plan. The 
plan proposed would lead to great difti- 
culties and would result in an entire 
breakdown of the denominational system 
itself. 
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*Mr. LUCAS (Portsmouth) thought 
it was necessary that somebody should 
get up to repudiate the state. 
ment which had been put forward by 
the hon. Member for Northampton, 
that the Government was returned at 
the general election for the sole purpose 
of finishing the war in South Africa. 
He did not propose to further detain the 
Committee. 


(6.18) THe ATTORNEY GENERAL 
(Sir Ropert FINLAY, Inverness Burghis) 
rose in his place, and claimed to move, 
“ That the Question be now put.” 


Question put, ‘“‘That the Question be 
now put.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 250; 

Noes, 119. (Division list No. +24.) 
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Hozier, Hon. JamesHenryCecil | 


Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutton John (Yorks. N.R.) 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Johnstone, Heywood 

Kemp, George 

Kennedy, Patrick James 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W.(Salop. 
Keswick, William 

Kimber, Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glaszow) 


Lawrence,SirJoseph(Monurth | 


Lawson, John Grant 
Lecky, Rt. Hn. William Edw. H. 


Lee, Arthur H( Hants.,Fareham | 


Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Liewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 


Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine | 


Long,Col. Charles W.( Evesham 
Long. Rt. Hn. Walter( Bristol. 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lueas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth) 
Lytteiton, Hon. Alfred 
Macartney, Rt HnW.G. Ellison 
Maedona, John Cumming 
M:Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Iver,SirLewis( Edinburgh W 
M‘Killop,James(Stirlingshire 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Malcolm, lan 

Manners, Lord Cecil 
Maxwell, RtHnSirH. E(Wigt'n 
Middlemore,Jobn Throgmorton 
Milner, Kt. Hon. SirFrederickG. 
Milvain, Thomas 

Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Roberi Pacy 
More, Robt. Jasper (Shropshire) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Muntz, Sir Philip A. 

Murray, RtHnA.Graham (Bute 


Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) | 


Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Newdegate, Francis A. N. 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 


Nolan,Col. JuhnP. (Galway, N. | 


Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 


Pease, Herbert Pike(Darlingt’n | 


NOES. 


Ashton, Thomas Gair 


Allen,CharlesP. (Gloue.,Stroud | Asquith, Rt. Hn. Herbert Henry 


Bill. 878 
, Peel,HnWm. Robert Wellesley 


Percy, Ear] 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
| Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
| Pretyman, Ernest George 
| Pryee-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 
Pym, C. Guy 
Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 
Randles, John 8. 
Rankin, Sir James 
| Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Ratcliff, R. F. 
| Rattigan, Sir William Henry 
| Remnant, James Farquharson 
| Ridley,S. Forde( Bethnal Green) 
| Ritehie, Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson 
| Roberts, Samuel (Shettield) 
| Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
| Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Rothschild, Hon. Lionel Walter 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Mo)yneux 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
| Samuel, Harry S. (Liniehouse) 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
| Seely, Maj.J.E.B.([sleof Wight 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Smith, James Parker (Lanark s 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 
Stanley, HonArthur( Ormskirk 
Stanley, Edward Jas. (Somerset 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes.) 
| Stewart,Sir Mark J.M‘Taggart 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Stroyan, John 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt. Hn..J.G(Oxf'd Univ. 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
| Tutnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent, ColSirC. EH (Shettield 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
| Walrond, Rt. Hn. Sir WilliamH. 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Welby, Lt-Col. A.C. E( Taunton 
Welby,SirCharlesG. E. (Notts, 
| Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Wilhams, Rt Hn.J Powell-( Birm. 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Wylie, Alexander 
| Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
| Younger, William 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES-— 
Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hood and Mr. Anstruther. 


Barlow, Jonn Emmott 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
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Black, Alexander William 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Brown, George M. (Edinburgh 

Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 

Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 

Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

eee t gene Sproston 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 


Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. | 


Causton, Richard Knight 
Crombie, Tohn William 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dunean, J. Hastings 
Edwards, Frank 

Ellis, John Edward 

Emmott, Alfred 
Evans, Samuel T. 
Fenwick, Charles 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 


(Glamorgan) 


Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Fuller, J. M. F 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grey, Rt. Hon. Sir E. (Berwick) 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 

_ Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Sir William 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harwood, George 

Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 


| 
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| Horniman, Frederick John 

| Humphreys. Owen, Arthur C. 

| Hutton, Alfred KE. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jones, William(Carnarvonshire 
Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kinloch, Sir JohnGeorge Smyth 
| Laboue here, Henry 

| Lambert, George 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 


| Leese,SirJoseph F.( Accrington 





Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Leng, Sir John 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 
Lough, Thomas 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 
Maunstield, Horace Rendall 


| Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 


| Markham, 


| Partington, 


| Pease, J. A. 


Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. | 


Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, ng be Charles H. 
Hobhouse, C. E. H. (Bristol, EF. 
Holland, Sis w ‘illiam Henry 


(6.33) Question put accordingly, “* That 


| Mellor, 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) | 
| Morley, 


Arthur Basil 

Sir William 

Rt. Hon. John William 
Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen 
Charles (Breconshire) 
Moss, Samuel 

Moulton, John Fletcher 
Newnes, Sir George 

Norton, Captain Ceeil William 
Nussey, T homas Willans 
Palmer, ‘Sir Charles M.( Durham 
Oswald 

(Satfron Walden) 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Pickard, Benjamin 

Pirie, Duncan V. 

Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Russell 


Mather, 


the words proposed to be left out stand Noes 123. 


part of - Clause.” 


Age-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Aird, Sir John 

Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
es Hugh ©. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, —. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey. James (Walworth) 
Bain, ¢ ‘olene! James Robert 
Balearres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.( Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. 1. (Hornsey 
Balfour. Rt HnGerald W ,( Leeds 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Bathurst, Hon. Alle sn Benjamin 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigzwood, Janes 

Bill, Charles 

jond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Boulnois, Edmund 

Boustfield, William Robert 


AYES. 


Bowles. Capt. H. F. (Middlesex 
Brodrick. Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brooktield, Colonel Montagu 
Brymer. William Ernest 
Bull, William James 

vm her, John George 
Campbell, Rt.Hn.J.A.(Glasgow 
‘arew, James Laurence 
‘arlile, William Walter 
‘arson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
‘arvill, Patrick Ge - Hamilton 
‘avendish, R. F. ( Lanes. ) 
‘avendish, V.C.W\ Derlvebiss 
‘ecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
‘hamberlain, Rt. Hon.J.(Birm. 
‘hamberlain, RtHnJ.A(Wore. 
‘haplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
‘hapman, Edward 
harrington, Spencer 
live, Captain Perey A. 
ochrane, Hon. Thos. H. 
‘oddington, Sir William 
‘olomb, SirJ ohnCharles Ready 
olston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
ompton, Lord Alwyne 

‘ook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
ox,irwin Edward Bainbridge 


A. E. 
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The Committee divided :—Ayes, 
(Division List No. 


Bill. 


Reckett, Harold James 
Reid, Sir R. Threshie (Dumfries 
Rigy, Richard 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighs) 
sarge sap Edmund (Dundee) 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Ranciman, Waiter 

Shaw, Charles Edw. (Statford) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Sloan, Thomas Henry 
Soames, Arthur W ellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, Rt Hn.C.R. (Northants 
Stevenson, Francis S. 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen E.) 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E.) 
Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr 
Thomas, F. Freeman- ae us 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W. 
Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Wallace, Robert 
Walton,John Lawson(Leeds.s, 
Warner. Thomas Court enay T, 
Weir, James Galloway 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth 


Sx 


Wilson, meni J. (York, W.R.) 
Yoxall, James Henry 
TELLERS FOR THE NOEs 


Mr. Herbert Gladstoneand 
Mr. William M>* Arthur 
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Cranborne, Viscount 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 

Cross, Herb. Shepherd ( Bolton) 
Crossley, Sir Savile 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies,Sir Horatio Di Chatham 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dixon-Hartland,SirFred Dixon 
Dorington, Rt. Hon. Sir JohnE. 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxtord.Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Dyke, Rt Hon. SirWilliam Hart 
Elliot, Hon, A. Ralph Douglas 
Faber, Edmund B, (Hants, W.) 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes,Hon. Ailwyn Edw: rd 
Fergusson,Rt.Hn.SirJ.(Mane’r 
Fiek len, E ‘dw: ard Broeklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bann: atyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 











Flanne 
Fletch 
Flowe! 
Forste 
Foster 
Gallov 
Gardn 
Gibbs, 
Gordo 
Gore. | 
Gore, | 
Gorst, 
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Graha 
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Grenfe 
Grevil 
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Hall, 
Halse 
Hamil 
Hanln 
Hardy 
Hare, 
Harris 
Haslat 
Hay, | 
Heath 
Heato 
Helde 
Hende 
Higeit 
Hoare 
Holle 
Hogg. 
Hope. 
Horne 
Hould 
Howa 
Hozie 
Hudse 
Hutto 
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Keny« 
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Laws 
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Bolto 
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Bram 
Bryce 
Burns 
Burt, 
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Flannery, Sir Fostescue 
Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster. PhilipS.(Warwick,S. W 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Gibbs, Hon. Vicary(St. Albans) 
Gordon, Maj Evans-(T’rH’ mts 
Gore, HG. RC.Ormsby-(Salop 
Gore, Hon.S. F.Ormsby-(Line. ) 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 

Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene.Sir EW(BrySEdm’nds 
Grenfell, Willian Henry 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Gunter, Sir Robert 

Hall, Edward Marshall 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hamilton, Rt HnLordG(Midd’x 
Hanbury, Rt.Hon. Robert Wim 
Hardy. Laurence( Kent,Ashfrd 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 

Hay, Hon. Claude George 





Heath, ArthurHoward (Hanley | 


Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Sir Alexander 
Higeinbottom, 5S. W. 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset, E. 
Hogg. Lindsay 

Hope..J. F.(Shettield, Brightside 
Horner, Frederick William 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Howard.John( Kent, Fav’1sh’m 


| Muntz, Sir Philip A. 
| Murray,Rt HnA.Graham( Bute 
| Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) | 
| Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath | 
| Myers, William Henry 


Hozier, Hon. Jas. Henry Cecil | 


Hudson, Greorge Bickersteth 
Hutton, John (Yorks. N.R.) 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Johnstone, Heywood 

Kemp, George 

Kennedy, Patrick James 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W.(Salop. 
Keswick, William 

Kimber, Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow 
Lawrence, Sir Joseph( Monm’th 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lecky, ht Hn. William Edw. H, 


Allan, Sir William (Gateshead) 
\llen. CharlesP. (Gloue., Stroud 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 

Asquith, RtHn. Herbert Henry 
Barlow, John Emmott 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Black, Alexander William 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Broadhurst, Henry 

Brown, George M. (Edinburgh 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Kt. Hon. James 

Burns. John 

Burt, Thomas 


| Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
| More, Robt.Jasper(Shropshire) | 
| Morrell, George Herbert 
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Lee, ArthurH(Hants.,Fareham | 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col. Chas. W. (Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter (Bristol,S 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lueas,ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth | 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macartney. Rt Hn W.G.Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming | Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool | Seely,Maj.J.E.B.([sleof Wight 
M‘Iver,SirLewis(EdinburghW | Sharpe, Willian Edward T. 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire | Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Majendie, James A. H. Smith,James Parker(Lanarks. 
Maleolm, lan Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Manners, Lord Cecil | Spear, John Ward 
Maxwell, RtHnSirH. E(Wigt’n | Stanley, Hn. Arthur (Oruaskirk 
Milner, Rt. Hn. Sir FrederickG. | Stanley, EdwardJas. (Somerset 
Milvain, Thomas | Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Montagu, G. (Huntingden) — | Stewart.Sir MarkJ.M°Taggart 
| Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Stroyan, John 

| Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer — | Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Mount, William Arthur | Talbot. RtHn.J.G.(Oxtd Univ. 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. | Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Percy M. 

| Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Sir Win. Edw. M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 

| Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 

| Valentia, Viscount 

| Vineent,Col. SirCEH (Shetiield 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walrond, RtHn.SirW illiam H. 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C.E(Taunt’n 
Welby, SirCharlesG. E.( Notts. 
Whitmore, Charles Alvernon 
| Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
| Wylie, Alexander 


Rankin, Sir James 

| Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Ratelitf, R. F 

Rattigan, Sir William Henry 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Ridley,S. Forde( Bethnal Green 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stoptord- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
| Samuel, Harry 8. (Limehouse) 


Morrison, James Archibald 


Newdevate, Francis A. N. 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Nolan, Col. John P.(Galway,N | 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Pease, Herbt. Pike (Darlington) 
Peel, Hn Win. Robert Wellesley 
Perey, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Pretyman, Ernest George | Younger, William 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward | 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Quilter, Sir Cutabert 

Randles, John 8. 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hood and Mr. Anstruther 


NOES. 


Evans,Samuel T. (Glamorzan) 
Fenwick, Charles 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edimona 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Fuller, J. M. F. 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grey, Rt. Hon. Sir E. (Berwick 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Harcourt. Rt. Hon. Sir William 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harwood, George 

Hayne, Kt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
Heline, Norval Watson 


Caine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Campbell Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Corbett, T. L.( Down, North) 
Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dunean, J. Hastings 
Edwards, Frank 

Ellis, John Edward 

Emmott, Alfred 
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Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Hobhouse, C. E. H. (Bristol, E.) 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jones, William(Carn’rvonshire 
Kearley. Hudson E 

Kinloch, SirJohnGeorgeSmyth 
Labouchere, Henry 

Lambert, George 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese,SirJosephF. (Accrington 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Leng, Sir Jobn 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 
Macnamara, Dr. 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 
Mansfield. Horace Rendall 
Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mather, Sir William 
Middlemore,JohnThrogmort’n 
Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen 


Thomas J. 
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Morley, Charles 
Moss, Samuel 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
Newnes, Sir George 
Norton,Captain C ‘ecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Palmer,SirCharlesM. (Durham 
Partington, Oswald 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Pickard, Benjamin 

Pirie, Dunean V. 

Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Russell 

Reckitt, Harold James 

Reid, Sir R. Threshie (Dumfries 
Rigg, Richard 

Roberts, John H. (Denhighs.) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Roe, Sir Thomas 
Rothschild, Hon. Lionel Walter 
Runciman, Walter 

Shaw, Charles Edw. (Statford) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Sloan, Thomas Henry 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 


(Breconshire) 








Bill. 


Spencer, RtHnC. R.( Northants 
Stevenson, Francis S. 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E, 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E.) 
Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr) 
Thomas,F. Freeman- (Hastings 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W. R.) 
Tomkinson, ft 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Wallace, Robert 
Walton,John Lawson(Leeds,S, 
W: arner, Thomas CourtenayT. 
Weir, James Galloway 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whitley.J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W. R.) 
Yoxall, James Henry 
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TELLERS FOR THE Nozs-- 
Mr. Herbert Gladstoneand 
Mr. William M‘Arthur. 





*The CHAIRMAN saidthat the Amend- 
ment on the Paper standing in the name 
of the hon. and learned Member for 
Dundee— 

“Page 3, line 14, after ‘shall,’ to insert 
‘notwithstanding the provisions of any trust 
deed.’ ” 


was unnecessary and mere surplusage. 


(6.50.) Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON 
Dundee) said thatin drafting the Amend- 
nent he had followed the precedent set by 
the right hon. the First Lord of the 
Treasury himself in an Amendment put 
down on 30th of July, although he did 
not know what had become of that 
Amendment. With all respect tot he 
Chairman he held that his Amendment 
was not only relevant and usual, but 
necessary, in order that it should be 
made perfectly clear that what was in an 
Act of Parliament was not to be impeded 
by any legal instrument whatever. 


*The CHAIRMAN said that the hon. and 
learned Member had a better acquaint- 
ance with the Law Courts than he had, 
but he could hardly believe that any 
Court of Law would decide that a 
Trust deed was of more force than an 
Act of Parliament. 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY was under- 
stood to say that he agreed with the 
ruling of the Chairman. 


Mr. LLOYD MORGAN said _ he be 
lieved the Prime Minister had stated 
that the question raised by this Amend- 
ment had received his consideration, and 
he hoped that when the right hon. 
Gentleman came to express his views, he 
would admit that the Amendment was 
a reasonable one. It seemed to him that 
the Amendment followed logically from 
the earlier part of the Clause, which 
gave to the local authority power as to 
the directions tothe managers of the non- 
provided schools. The Amendment was, 
he submitted, absolutely required for the 
protection of theteachers. If the teachers 
could be dismissed without the consent 
of the local authorities, their position 
would be very unpleasant and precarious. 
The letter read by the hou. Member 
for North Camberwell showed clearly the 
kind of pressure which could be brought 
to bear on teachers. A row took place, 
after a teacher had been appointed, on a 
matter which had nothing whatever to 
do with the academic qualifieations of 
the teacher. It might be that, although 
he was an excellent teacher, and that no 
kind of objection could be taken to him 
on academic grounds, he was an in- 
dependent man, who objected to and 
refused to discharge duties which had 


nothing to do with school duties. 
Difficulties were sure to arise. His 
Amendment made it necessary that 


before a teacher could be dismissed the 
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managers must get the consent of the 
Jocal authority. On general grounds it 
appeared to him that the Amendment 
was perfectly fair and reasonable; while 
it was absolutely essential that the local 
authority should have this power, other- 
wise, On @ very important particular, 
the managers might set the local 
guthority at defiance. 


Amendment proposed 

In page 3, line 15, after the word ‘the,’ to 
insert the words ‘dismissal or.?”—(.Wr. Lloyd 
Morgan.) 


(Juestion proposed, ‘‘ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he had 
much sympathy with what he under- 
stood to be the object of the hon. 
Gentleman, but his particular method of 
carrying out that object was not one 
which the Government could with 
propriety or advantage adopt. They 
must assume now that the Committee 
had decided, of course after debate and 
vote, that the denominational character 
of the schools was to be maintained, that 
it must be maintained by having 
teachers qualified to give the denomina- 
tional teaching, and that the managers, 
so far as they had to deal with the 
denominational aspect of the teaching, 
must do so independently of the educa- 
tion authority. He thought that the 
hon. “rentleman would see that if his 
Amendment were introduced into the 
Bill. it would, as a matter of fact, be 
impossible to give the denominational 
managers that control over denomina- 
tional teaching which they had agreed 
togive them Take a concrete instance. 
Let them suppose the case of a teacher, 
very highly qualified to give instruction 
in all matters of secular education, 
appointed by the managers of a Roman 
Catholic voluntary schvol. Suppose that 
that teacher, while retaining all his quali- 
fications for secular teaching, changed his 
opinions in regard to religion, and 


became an avowed Agnostic. He 
thought the Committee would not 


desire that the Roman Catholic school 
should be required to continue the 
services of this gentleman, but they 
might be required to do so if the 
Amendment were carried in the form 
proposed. The teacher whose imaginary 
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case he was postulating, might appeal to 
the local education authority, and that 
authority might say: ‘‘ We have nothing 
whatever to do with the denominational 
character of the teaching; we are in- 
structed by the Act not to withhold our 
consent to the dismissal of any teacher 
except on educational—that is secular— 
grounds; but so far as we are concerned 
we regard this man as perfectly well 
qualified to teach reading, writing, and 
arithmetic, and, therefore, we cannot 
consent to his dismissal.’’ The result of 
that would be that the education 
authority, acting within the limits laid 
down by this Amendment, would compel 
the denominational school to retain the 
services of a teacher whose opinions 
were violently in conflict with those of 
the denominational managers and trus- 
tees of the school. He did not think 
the hon. Gentleman desired that. The 
intention of the hon. Gentleman he 
understood to be, that if the managers, 
through caprice, or some mistaken 
notion of what was good for the secular 
education of the school, dismissed the 
teacher, and if the education authority 
were of opinion that such dismissal would 
be really injurious to the education of the 
school, they should have the power to 
stop it—that up to that point there should 
be an appeal to the education authority. 
He thought that that might be very 
properly granted. It appeared to fall in 
logically with the scheme of the Bill. 
The desire of the Government was to 
increase and strengthen the grip of the 
education authority on secular education, 
and this power was evidently in con- 
formity with the general scheme of the 
scope of the Clause as they had conceived 
it. But, of course, they must so draw 
the Amendment that if the dismissal 
was on religious grounds there should be 
no right of survey on the part of the 
education authority. The hon. Gentle- 
man’s Amendment could not be accepted 
in its present form, but he thought it 
could be accepted if it were moved in 
this iorm—after the word “ grounds” in 
the sub-Section to insert the words ‘‘and 
the consent of the authority shall also 
be required to the dismissal of a teacher, 
unless the dismissal be on grounds 
connected with the giving of religious 
instruction in the schoul.” He thought 
those words were precise and would 
21 


886 











887 


Education 


carry out the general feeling on both 
sides of the Committee in favour of some 
movement in this direction, and hoped 
the Committee would consent to accept 
them without any prolonged debate. 


Dr. MACNAMARA said he had no 
doubt that the First Lord’s Amendment 
and his speech would be of enormous 
importance in the schools themselves. 
He accepted the Amendment, which 
shut off the religious instruction from 
the local authority, and he believed it 
would be a simple act of justice to a 
very deserving body ot publicservants. He 
understood the effect to be that the local 
authority might veto the dismissal of a 
teacher unless the dismissal was given on 
the grounds of religious instruction. He 
would, however. like to put this point 
to the right hon. Gentleman. Supposing 
there was a dismissal nominally in 
connection with religious instruction, 
but not actually so—what would happen ? 
Would one of the managers be at liberty 
to make representation to the local 
authority, would the local authority 
then make representation to the Board 
of Edueation, and would the Board of 
Education thereupon be in a position 
to examine the facts, and, if it should 
appear that the dismissal was actually on 
other grounds than those connected with 
religious instruction, instruct the local 
authority to set its veto upon that 
dismissal ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he die not 
think the danger apprehended by the 
hon. Member was conceivable under the 
new system of management. As he 
understood the question, it would work 
out in this way. Let them stretch 
their imagination and try to conceive 


such «a case—he thought it was an 
extreme case. What would happen 
would be that the member of the 


management body representing the local 
authority would sayto the localauthority: 
“The majority of the managers are pre- 
tending to you that this dismissal is upon 
religious grounds. It is nothing of the 
kind, but is on grounds quite different.”’ 
Then he thought it would be in the 
power of the education authority to veto 
the dismissal. There would lie an appeal 
to the Board of Education, not to discuss 
whether the teacher had or had not 
Mr. A. J. Balfour. 
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done that which was antagonistic to 
denominational teaching in the school, 
but to determine the demarcation between 
that which was connected with religious 
and that which was connected with 
secular instruction. The Board of Edu- 
cation would come in as a committee ot 
delimitation. 


Dr. MACNAMARA expressed his obli- 
gations to the right hon. Gentleman, 
and said he thought his Amendment, 
with the explana ion he had just given, 
was an entirely satisfactory settlemeni 
of the subject. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS (Glamorgan- 
shire, Mid) said he desired to regard the 
matter from two points of view, the sub- 
stance of the Amendment and then its 
form. Hewasnot quite sure thatthe words 
of the First Lord of the Treasury were as 
satisfactory to Members on that side of the 
House as his hon. friend the Member fo1 
North Camberwell seemed to think. What 
they wanted to secure wiis that nothing 
outside the conduct of the school as an 
elementary school should justify the 
dismissal of a teacher, and here he would 
like to ask the Parliamentary Secretary 
to the Board of Education this question. 
Had the management the right to dis- 
miss a teacher in circumstances which 
did not touch the education in the school, 
either religious or secular, during school 
hours? Could anything which was not 
done to the satisfaction of the minister 
of the denomination, either on Sunday or 
outside school hours entirely, be made 
the subject-matter of a dismissal? He 
thought they ought to have some ex- 
planation on that point. With regard 
to the form of the Amendment, hethought 
it was objectionable, because in his opinion 
they ought to require the consent of the 
local authority as a preliminary step to 
the dismissal of a teacher even more than 
to his appointment, but here they could 
have a dismissal first. [Cries of * No.”| 
At least, that was his opinion. 


Sik ROBERT FINLAY said the dis 
missal could not take place without 
consent except on religious grounds. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS contended 
that they could have the dismissal first 
without consent. Whatever tlie intention 
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of the Government might be, he thought 
that the sub-Section should read—* ‘The 
consent of the local education authority 
shall be required for the dismissal of a 
teacher, butsuch consent shall not be wit h- 
held if the dismissal be not on grounds 
connected with the giving of secular 
instruction in the school.” The other 
point on which he desired to have an 
answer was, whether it was perfectly clear 
that the intention of the Government 
was that, when once a teacher was ap- 
pointed, he should not be dismissed it 
he pertormed his duty on the secular side 
and in the denominational teaching of 
the school. 


THe SECRETARY or tHe BOARD 
oF EDUCATION (Sir WILLIAM ANSON, 
Oxford University) said the intention 
of the words proposed by his right 
hon. friend was that dismissal should 
not take place on general grounds 
without the consent of the local authority, 
but if the dismissal was on grounds 
connected with religious instruction 
there would be no reference to the local 
authority, and no consent would be re- 
quired, unless there was a representation 
from some of the managers that the 
dismissal was not Jowi fide on religious 
crounds. In such a case there would be 
areference back to the managers, and 
incase of the managers not giving way 
the matter would go before the Board 
ot Education. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS wished to 
know if it was clearly understood that 
religious instruction was to be the in- 
struction given within school hours and 
not outside the time-table. 


Mr. H. BROADHURST (Leicester) 
pointed out that it constantly occurred 
in rural parishes that the schoolmaster 
was the best person to act as clerk to 
the parish council. An energetic clerk 
of the parish council often came into 
contact with the managers of the schools. 
Under this Clause it would be open to 
the managers to object to the progressive 
work done by the schoolmaster, and 
obtain his dismissal upon the ground oi 
incapacity in regard to religious teaching. 
Village schoolmasters were often also 
invaluable in friendly society work, and 
he had known many cases where they 
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would come into conflict with the local 
managers in that regard. He would 
like the Amendment drawn in such a 
way that the managers should not be 
allowed to dismiss a master unless they 
had the full sanction of the local 
authority. It would, in his opinion, be 
a great mistortune if the local school- 
masters should not be allowed to continue 
the very useful social work they carried 
on. 


Mr. ERNEST GRAY (West Ham, N.) 
expressed his entire concurrence with the 
statement of the Prime Minister, and 
thanked him for the concession he had 
made, which, in his opinion, would cover 
all cases. 


*Mr. FLETCHER MOULTON (Corn- 
wall, Launceston) said it seemed to him 
that the Prime Minister in his reply had 
indicated that sub-Section 2 would be kept 
insucha form that the dismissal of ateacher 
would come within its provisions. — If 
that were so, he would be perfectly satis- 
tied, because he quite agreed that there 
must be some provision of that kind. 
But he was a little afraid that unless the 
attention of the Committee was called to 
it, some alteration might take place 
in the sub-Section which would exelude 
the matter from its operation. 


Mr. LLOYD MORGAN said he was 
prepared, with the sanction of the House, 
to withdraw his Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Committee report Progress: to sit 
again this evening, 

EVENING SITTING. 
IRELAND — ADMINISTRATION OF THE 
CRIMES ACT—MOTION FOR ADJOURN. 

MENT. 

(9.0.) Mr. WILLIAM O'BRIEN 
(Cork), in rising to move the Adjourn- 
ment of the House for the purpose of dis- 
cussing a definite matter of urgent public 
importance, viz.— 

“The proclamation, under the provisions of 
the Criminal Law and Procedure (Ireland) 
Act, of the City of Dublin and of nine Irish 
counties since the rising of the House in 
August, and the danger te the public peace 
arising from the harsh and partisan adminis- 
tration of that Act,” 


212 








891 Motion for 
said: I am sure it is a relief to all of 
us that we have at last come to the 


end of the long wrangle as to tke right 
of the representatives of Ireland, with- 
out suppression by one English party 
and without patronage from the other, 
to have the affairs of their country 
discussed even for a few hours in 
a rational manner, instead of our being 
driven to whatever violent or sporadic 
means we may be able to find to 
express our discontent. On my own 
behalf, Mr. Speaker, and I think I may 
say on behalf of all my colleagues, I may be 
allowed to express our deep regret that 
an unfair portion of the inconvenience 
of this struggle should have fallen on 
your shoulders. I will pass from that 
topic by making an observation which, 
unfortunately, has a direct bearing on 
this Motion, and it is tothe obstruction 
which has been offered to this Motion 
from the first day of these sittings down 
to the Notice Paper of Friday morning. 
It is a perfect epitome of the vices 
and follies of your government of Ire- 
Jand, which we arraign at this moment. 
because, as invariably happens in Irish 
affairs, it turns out that it is we who 
are in the right, and it is the Govern- 
ment who are wrong. And yet your 
temper has been tried ard our temper 
has been tried; your business has 
been obstructed and our _ business 
has been obstructed, for the mere 
pleasure of some puerile dialectical 
exercitation, As usual, the Irish 
people have been taught the old 
lesson that, whatever is not given with 
grace by this House, must be, and may 
be, extorted by rougher methods. Under 
this Motion we have charged the Admin- 
istration in Ireland with partisanship 
as well as with hardship. The keynote 
of that charge—in fact the keynote of 
all that is occuring in Ireland at the 
present moment—is to be found in the 
statement which the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Chief Secretary a few weeks 
ago published in reference to the pro- 
posal of Captain Shawe-Taylor for a 
Land Conference. Here are his words: 


‘“*No Government can settle the Irish Land 
Question. It must be settled by the parties 
interested. The extent of useful action on the 
part of any Government is limited to pro- 
viding facilities, in so far as that may le 
possible, for giving effect to any settlement 
arrived at hy the parties.” 


Mr, Wiliam O Brien. 
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I venture to say that that is, perhaps, 
one of the most remarkable confessions 
that ever fell from the lips of an English 
Governor of Ireland, and if he had 
the logic and the courage of his con- 
victions it would be one of the most 


creditable, because it is a confession 
of a fundamental truth. The right 
hon. Gentleman by that statement 


confessed the powerlessness of any Eng- 
lish Government to settle the question 
which is at the root of all good govern- 
ment in Ireland. He confessed that to 
effect that settlement is a task which 
will have to be entrusted to the parties 
interested—that is to say, to the organ- 
isations representing the parties inter- 
ested, because at this time of day to 
attempt to ignore these two organisations 
would be just as if you had tried to ter- 
minate the Boer War by opening negotia- 
tions between the old women and 
children on both sides. I am glad to 
find that Ze Times newspaper, for once 
in a way, agrees with me in the view ot 
the right hon. Gentleman’s statement. 
The Times of this morning says— - 
“By giving his blessing to the proposed 
Conference between Mr. Redmond and Mr. W. 
O’Brien, on the one hand, and the Duke of 
Abercorn and Lord Barrymore, on the other, 
Mr. Wyndham admitted the claim of the 
United Irish League to be as much officially 
the organisation of the tenants as the Land- 
owners Convention is of the landlords.” 


With that declaration of impartiality on 
his lips he immediately plunges into 
coercion upto the neck, and tor what 
purpose ? In order to gag and persecute 
one of the parties interested, and that 
the party that is ready for peace, and to 
make himself and his Removables and 
policemen the abject slaves and partisans 
of the rival combination who will have 
nothing but war. I ask, Has any Eng- 
lish Minister ever more completely given 
away the case for English rule in Ireland, 
or more completely condemned his own 
position? I have no doubt he will say 
that the settlement was to be effected, 
not by bitter internecine war, but by 
friendly agreement between the parties 
Yes, but there again he has given away 
the landlords, and the landlords have 
given away themselves and him. Be 
cause what happened? One of the 
parties interested, the Tenants’ Combine 
tion, instantly and unequivocally ac- 
cepted the peace proposal, the only 
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practical proposition that was made. The 
governing body of the United Irish 
League unanimously approved of the 
Conference, the Irish Parliamentary 
Party unanimously approved of the Con- 
ference, and we did so genuinely and in 
good faith because we believed, and we 
believe still, that if the landlords had 
entered into that Conference in the same 
spirit as we were prepared to enter into 
it, it would have been perfectly possible 
to have arrived at a friendly agreement 
that would have been acceptable both to 
landlords and tenants, and, if necessary, 
without asking the British taxpayers to 
contribute a single shilling of additional 
taxation beyond the Imperial expendi- 
ture in Ireland at the present moment. 
[fsuch a Conference had been followed 
by a Conference between representatives 
of the two English parties, as Mr. Glad- 
stone, in one of his great inspirations, 
once suggested, there never was a 
moment that such astonishingly good re- 
sults could have been brought about in 
the way of the appeasement of Ireland. 
That was the attitude of the tenants; 
what was the attitude of the landlords ? 
The leaders ot the Landowners Convention 
summarily and insolently rejected these 
proposals, notwithstanding that, if 
rumour does not beli: him, the right 
hon. Gentleman took the trouble to 
travel all the way from County Cork up 
to Barronscourt in the extreme north, 
to implore them to save themselves and 
the country. That was the attitude of 
the landlords, and now you have the 
extraordinary result that at this moment 
it is the men who responded to these 
peace proposals that are being coerced 
and persecuted ; and it is the gentlemen 
who scoffed at the right hon. Gentle- 
man’s own advice, it is the Landowners’ 
Convention, who by seventy-seven votes 
to fourteen rejected the proposals of the 
Conference—these are the men in whose 
interests the right hon. Gentleman is 
prostituting the power of England, in 
order to pander to a clique of selfish 
territorialists, and play their own 
selfish game of political intrigue and 
influence at the expense of certain un- 
fortunate tenants, and at the expense of 
the people of England, for whom they 
are laying up a fresh harvest of trouble. 
That is the right hon. Gentleman’s 
notion of impartiality and statesmanship 
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in the administration of this desperate 
and exceptional law. We do not forget 
that it would be unfair to include all the 
landlords of Ireland in the same breath. 
There have been some very remarkable 
developments, and it would be a very 
shallow and stupid Irishman who wou!d 
deny that the action of men like Lord 
Dunraven, the O’Conor Don, Lord Mayo, 
and Lord Castletown, might be capable ot 
producing results of considerable import- 
ance to their own class if they were 
seconded by a Minister strong enough to 
grasp the situation, and fearless enough 
to look to high ideals rather than that 
of scoring a point, or attempting to do so. 
These men, undoubtedly, compare not 
unfavourably in every respect even with 
those intellectual giants—Lord London- 
derry, Lord Ardilaun, and Lord Barry- 
more—whohave hithertohad the courage 
of their opinions. Unhappily, Lord 
Dunraven and his friends have to deal 
with aclass—I am afraid witha Ministry 
—who are not strong enough to stand 
up to this syndicate of brewers and 
colliery owners who are rushing the 
Irish landlords to their ruin. I regret it 
truly and unfeignedly. If these gentlemen 
would take a suggestion from me—and 
I can assure them it is made in no petty 
or Party spirit-—instead of writing letters 
to The Times newspaper to convert gentle- 
men of the peculiar cerebral formation of 
Lord Londonderry, they wouldfranklyand 
honestly join the United Irish League, 
and trust their own countrymen, 
within three months they would have 
settled the Irish Land Question to their 
own advantage and to the immeasurable 
advantage of Ireland. We are used 
to a great many ridiculous mis- 
understandings in this House and in this 
country, but there never was a more 
idiotic notion than the notion that we 
cling to agitation for the mere love of it. 
We are ready to act justly and gener- 
ously, to give more than generous terms 
to the landlords of Ireland—we do not 
grudge them, on the contrary, we would 
welcome them, onthe onesimplecondition, 
of these landlords recognising that they 
are Irishmen instead of their playing 
the part of countryless half-castes, 
Anglo-Irish Octoroons, who have not 
at the present moment an atom of 
power or respect in Ireland and who, 
I suspect, enjoy very little more respect 
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or love in England. The fault, or 
perhaps the weakness, on our part is 
that we have been always too ready 
to respond to the first genuine touch 
of kindness. Even the most extreme 
amongst us are not altogether exempt 
from the weakness, if I may call it so. 
Be that as it may, under the present 
circumstances there is very little fear 
of even our extremists being subjected 
to any weakening, because the right 
hon. Gentleman is proceeding in his 
government of Ireland upon the principle 
of persecuting the men who are recon- 
cilable and who are in the right, in 
the interest of the men who are irre- 
concilable and who are in the wrong. 

What are the crimes for which the 
right hon. Gentleman has placed Dublin 
and these nine counties under such 
severe disabilities and degradations? 
The first fact that I would ask the 
House to bear in mind is that, broadly 
speaking, there is no real agrarian 
crime in [reland—nothing except the 
technical crime of free speech, which 
has been created by the Coercion Act, 
and which even a Unionist so_ir- 
rational as your own County Court 
Judge O'Connor Morris has confessed to 
be free from moral blame. If Englishmen 
only took the pains of going through 
the statistics of the present time in 
Ireland and compared them with the 
state of bloodshed and terror in reference 
to which other Coercion Acts were 
proposed, I am convinced that even the 
bitterest of our English opponents 
would feel humiliated and ashamed 
that proceedings so tyrannical should 
be put in force in a country from which 
crime has been so absolutely absent. If 
the Government had attempted to pass 
the Coercion Act through Parliament 
this session, with even their ironclad 
majority of 130, they could not have got 
the Bill through the House; and I 
venture to say there is no Minister on 
the Treasury Bench who would be case- 
hardened enough to propose it, knowing 
how utterly destitute were the materials 
to justify it. At The Times Forgeries 
Commission evidence was given that 
there had been eighty-seven agrarian 
murders during the three years of the 
Land League, in spite of the heroic 
efforts of Michael Davitt to avert them. 
The United Irish League has been four 


Mr. William O Brien. 
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and a half years in existence, and during 
those years there has been just one 
agrarian murder in the whole country, 
and that took place three years.ago, and 
it did not take place in the province of 
Connaught, where alone at that time the 
United Irish League was in existence. 
When the Liberal Government were 
proposing the Coercion Act of 1882 they 
produced statistics showing that there 
had been 9,023 agrarian outrages from 
1879 to 1882. I have got here the latest 
quarterly Return of agrarian crime in 
Ireland, and itis like a certain famous 
history of snakes in Ireland. Snakes 
there are none! Except a few threaten- 
ing letters, there are only twenty-one 
petty agrarian offences returned in the 
whole country forthree months. Under 
all the important headings there are 
long columns of blanks from many 
counties, and from whole provinces. It 
is exactly the same story in what are 
called the disturbed counties. Not a 
single crime of any sort; nothing that 
even the imagination of Dublin Castle 
could dress up and represent as a crime 
in the ordinary sense of the word, except 
threatening letters, of which I myself 
in this House have received in a single 
night as many as have been charged 
against the whole people of Ireland. 
I have no grievance against the 
threatening letter writers, except when 
they forget to pay the postage. It 
is not as if we made these representa- 


tions about the state of Ireland, I have 
referred to your reports. Let me now 
refer to a still better witness. On the 


14th March, in this House, the Chiet 
Secretary stated, much to his credit, 
“ Therefore, I have always held it my 
duty to say that of violent crime against 
the person or property in Ireland, there 
is less now than in any period of which we 
have record.” Well, grossly though the 
people have been exasperated, I do not 


think that it will be pretended that any 


| 


serious change has taken place since, 
except, as the House heard today, that 
no less than five county jails in Ireland 
have since been closed for want of any 
ordinary criminals to occupy them. 
This is the country in which the right 
hon. Gentleman has proclaimed the City 
of Dublin and nine other counties—this 
is the country in which you are attack- 
ing Members of Parliament, your own 
colleagues in this House, more savagely 
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than you sometimes treat your wife- 
heaters and garrotters in England. This 
js the country in which, I venture to 
say, Within the last twelve months you 
have attacked more newspapers—you 
who love the freedom of the Press—for 
reporting Irish meetings than have been 
suppressed in Russia during the same 
period—a period of exceptional danger 
to Russia, and [ know what I am talking 
about perhaps a little better than the 
yellow Journals who are so fond of giving 
the Czar a lesson on constitutional matters. 

There is another point. It is not 
you, but these very Members of Parlia- 
ment, and these very newspapers and 
this organisation that you have attacked, 
that have got rid of agrarian crime 
in Ireland. You could not do it. For 
the one crime you ever put down you 
create a hundred. The agents of Dublin 
Castle are themselves the worst disturbers, 
and very often the worst criminals, and 
yet, as | told the House the other night 
ota police crime, which, if it had sueceeded, 
would have covered the reputation of this 


Party and organisation with mire and 
biood, you heard the Attorney General 


for lreland really arguing as if the 
criminal were not the police forger but 
the man who, in defence of his own 
honour and the honour of the country 
against one of the foulest wrongs ever 
attempted, inconvenienced Dublin Castle 
by attempting to bring that man to 
justice. We have given you a country 
absolutely free from bloodshed or from 
ay deeds which shun the daylight. You 
are dealing now, not with a country of 
moonlighters, but with a country of broad 
davlighters, thanks to the teaching of the 
United Irish League. This organisation 
has now for nearly five years been in 
operation, every year with decreasing 
agrarian statisties, and in all that time 
our watchful enemies in Dublin Castle 
aud the landlord camp have never been 
able to fasten upon a single deed of 
bloodshed which by any perversity of 
malice could be traced to the teachings 
of our organisation. There is no 
gO the infatuation of English rule 

1 Ireland. A wise English statesman 
wi er frankly and honestly acknow ledge 
the work of the League. It may literally 
be stated that adjectives, strong adjec- 
tives, have been substituted for bullets 
in agrarian controversy. A wise states- 
man would g¢> down on his knees and 
thank his stars that the Lrish people have 
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been brought to look upon peaceful and 
combined public action in the open day 
instead of looking to the blunderbuss and 
to the midnight outrage for weapons of 
agitation. 

What has been the statesmanship of 
the right hon. Gentleman, or rather of 
the Landowners’ Convention, whom he 
has ignobly, for a man of his admitted 


mental stature, permitted to run the 
show, and to pull the strings, and to 


direct his performance? The men behind 
him have been striving to wrest from the 
people the weapons of open and legitimate 
agitation ; they have been trying to per- 
suade the people that an editor or 
Member of Parliament who fearlessly 
speaks out public opinion is doing a more 
dangerous thing for himself, and, perhaps, 
a more ineffectual thing, than the man 
who would fire at a landlord from behind 
a ditch. These men know that the 
absence of crime is our strength and their 
weakness, and horrible as it undoubtedly 
is to have to say it, I say deliberately 
these men are longing for crime, and 
working for crime, because they know it 
is their only hope of putting down the 
public opinion of their countrymen, and 
of arousing English prejudice and passion 
against us. Anyone knows that crime 
would be our ruin. The House has heard 
a good deal about County Court Judge 
Curran, the gentleman who threw in 
the face of twenty-three grand jurors 
their resolution referring to the peaceful 
condition of thecounty. That gentleman 
in passing a sentence of hard labour 
upon one of our colleagues, made this 
remarkable and eloquent statement— 

“T have some experience of the terrible 
crime of boycotting in other times, and I 
deliberately say thas as the result or that ex- 
perience | I should far prefer going back to the 
times when there would be a calendar contain- 
ing twenty or thirty cases of serious crime, 
ordinary crime, than to see systematic boycot- 
ting practised in any county.” 

That is to say, this gentleman would 
be happier if there were twenty or thirty 
cases of murder or midnight outrage, 
instead of the state of things in which 
the people are peacefully combining to 
deal with their friends instead of dealing 
with their enemies. I know how difti- 
cult it is to criticise this gentleman’s 
conduct. The Prime Minister declined 
to give the House an opportunity of 
doing so. I do not desire to say anything 
particularly unfriendly of Judge Curran, 
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owing to his earlier life, but I am sorry 
for him, and ali T can say is, if I had read 
that statement anonymously, | should 
have thought ita statement more worthy 
of a ghoul than of a Judge. 

Now, what are those terrible crimes 
for which practically you have put an 
end to trial by jury and to freedom of 
the Press, and have been carrying on all 
these savageries against your own Col- 
leagues in this House? I hope I have 
shown that it is not really agrarian crimes 
you are dealing with, as of old. It is not 
a strike against rent, as of old. There 
is absolutely no trace of a rent strike in 
any part of thecounty outside the immedi- 
ate neigh bourhoodof the De Freyne estate, 
where it arose out of peculiar and sad 
local cireumstances and without con- 
sultation with the governing body of the 
United Irish League [*Oh"]. Who is 
the Gentleman opposite who interrupts 7 


Mr. ARCHDALE (Fermanagh, N.) : Is 
the hon. Member for East Mayo not one 
of the governing body ? 


Mr. WILLIAM O'BRIEN: The hon. 
Member for East Mayo will be mighty 
well able to speak for himself. I assert 
most distinctly that in no way whatever 
was the governing body of the League 
consulted. 


Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, $.): Then why 
am I attacked ? 


Mr. WILLIAM O'BRIEN. I would 
refer the hon. Gentleman to his own con- 
stituents, who, I think, will inform him 
that the English House of Commons is 
not the proper place for an altercation 
among men calling themselves Irishmen. 
For myself, the first whisper I heard of 
the fight on the De Freyne estate was 
when I was 12,000 miles away, and ina 
speech in which the right hon. the Chief 
Secretary charged me with having organ- 
ised it. I invited the right hon. Gentle- 
man in this House, and I invite him now, 
to cite from any of the four or five 
hundred speeches I have delivered in the 
course of this fight, a single sentence in 
which I countenanced non-payment of 
rent as a weapon in this agitation, and 
certainly I do not claim to be gifted with 
the talent of concealing my thoughts 
through so longa series of speeches. No, 
Sir, you have no crime to deal with, no 
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no-rent strike to deal with, and I venture 
to say to this House that the only crime 
of any kind against which this Act is 
directed is the crime of free speech and 
of free newspaper writing, based on the 
principle of trade union law in England, 
and asserting the right of exclusive deal- 
ing. 

I am afraid of absorbing an unfair pro- 
portion of the time available for this 
miserably restricted debate, or I should 
be glad to quote the strongest of the 
speeches that have been made the basis 
of charges against my colleagues. I sup- 
pose I may safely leave that task to the 
Chief Secretary, and I ask the House to 
watch those speeches, and to see for 
themselves if this were a question of a 
hig miners’ strike in England, or a hig 
dockers’ strike in London, whether any 
one of those speeches would have 
attracted any particular attention in 
England if it were delivered at an Eng. 
lish Trade Union Congress. There is an 
easy test. Lord Londonderry is a colliery 
owner in England, as well as a leader of 
the land war in Ireland. Ii there were 
astrike of his miners in England I should 
like to see Lord Londonderry and his 
colleagues facing the working men of 
England at a General Election, I should 
like to see the Prime Minister of England 
facing the working men of Manchester, 
or the Member for West Birmingham 
facing the working men of Birmingham, 
if for speeches of that character to the 
strikers in England, men cf honour and 
noble lives like the Member for Morpeth 
and the Member for Battersea had been 
treated as our colleagues have been 
treated—had been treated with the same 
cowardly and beastly violence and joul 
play. 

Now we come to the proclamation ot 
Dublin. Today the right hon. Gentle 
man, with a candour on which, | must 
say, I compliment him, made to this 
House the astonishing confession that the 
city of Dublin, the capital of the country, 
had been proclaimed under this frightful 
Act, for no other reason under the sun 
except to enable him to deal with the 
Irish People newspaper. | congratu- 
late him on his candour and thank him 
for its gigantic advertisement ; but I ask 
the House was there ever such a declara- 
tion made by a Minister before, as that 
the capital city of a country, counting 


with its suburbs something like 500,000 
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r 
\ 
inhabitants, should be stripped of the 
right of trial by jury and reduced to a 
state of minor siege in order to deal with 
a humble weekly newspaper? An hon. 
Member opposite interrupted me just 
now when | was referring tothe Member 
for West Birmingham. There are two 
Members for West Birmingham — the 
Member of the present and the Member 
of the past. { would ask the hon. 
Member opposite just to fancy the 
Birmingham of old times being pro- 
claimed under this Act and _ being 
stripped of the right of trial by jury, in 
order to get at a weekly newspaper in 
Birmingham, or even at the Birmingham 
wily Post, for publishing the speeches of 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for West Birmingham, the speeches of 
those old, old times of his Radical, or 
rather of his Republican, days when we 
are assured on high authority that he 
was preaching the doctrines of Jack 
Cade. No, Mr. Speaker, Birmingham is 
not to be proclaimed, though Dublin is 
a very much more peaceful city than 
Birmingham, as I think the hon. 
Member for Carnarvon can _ testify. 

| have something else to say to the 
House. and I will not waste the time of the 
House [some MINISTERIAL cheers, and 
Irish cries of “ Order’ and “ The gentle- 
men ot England! ”’| I can only attribute 
that interruption to what the French 
call “inferior mentality.” I will not 
waste the time at my disposal by dealing 
with the three or four trumpery para- 
graphs denouncing landgrabbing, for 
which the Irish People was pro- 
secuted. I am sure that the Chief 
Secretary will make up for the deficiency, 
and will read those paragraphs in full, 
and | ask the House as soon as they 
have heard them to say if ever there was 
amore ridiculous mouse produced than 
that which the Government had _pro- 
duced, after putting a mountain in 
labour and after reducing a city of half 
a million of inhabitants to slavery. We 
accuse the Government in this Motion of 
harshness, as well as of partisanship— 
harshness is the very meekest word that 
I could find in the dictionary. We do 
not intend to make any appeal to this 
House in reference to the brutal way, 
the blackguardly way, in which these 
Coercion Courts have been conducted. 
The more those courts are conducted in 
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that manner the sooner will any decent 
Englishman be revolted at them. Do 
not for a moment think that we on 
these Benches want to be one whit better 
treated than the humblest man who 
appears before those courts for taking our 
advice—I mean, of course the advice we 
really do give, not the hideous caricature 
ot that advice that passes current with 
the Party of invincible ignorance 
on the other side of the House. 
I only mean invincible ignorance as to 
the affairs of Ireland which they will 
persist in running into. If the expres- 
sion of public opinion is to bea crime, by 
all means do not spare us. On the con- 
trary, | felicitate the Government upon 
having the courage of their convictions, 
and upon treating the representatives of 
Ireland with more brutality even than 
you are treating the people. You are 
now laying down as your principle of 
government that the more faithtul and 
fearless a representative of the people 
is, the heavier will be his crime ard 
the heavier will be your disgusting 
punishment. That is your pretty 
theory of constitutional Governmentinthe 
twentieth century, and you are surprised 
that a race of 20,000,000 do not kiss the 
rod and do not bow down and_ worship 
and love you. 


In the old times, before you passed the 
Local Government Bill in 1892, you fell 
back upon the empty cry that the elected 
representatives of Ireland were not the 
true representatives of the people. Even 
so late as last Saturday I saw in the 
newspaper that Lord Cadogan had made 
a speech with some questionable taste, 
knowing as he well must, that if he had 
made that speech the day before he 
quitted Dublin the men he had used for 
his own purposes had only to raise their 
hands, and he would have been hooted 
through Dublin to the ship’s side. Put 
by your own Local Government Act you 
have blown Lord Cadogan’s ideas sky 
high. In the local councils of freland 
there is as intensely localised a representa- 
tion of the people as it would be possible 
to have, and what is the consequence ? 
In 30 out of 32 counties you have been 
foreed to make war on the County 
Councils and the District Councils, just 
as you are making war on the Irish _re- 
presentatives. It is a war directed not 
so much against Members of Parliament, 
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not expel, but against the local repre- 
sentatives of the people—a war to in- 
t midate the men who have carried on a 


system oi local administration so excellent | 


that the Local Government Board, 
hostile as it is, has borne testimony to 
its good work. Instead of honestly con- 
fessing that you have the people of 
Ireland against you, instead of admitting 
that all Irish representatives in every 
shape and category, in Parliament, in 
corporations, in district and county 
councils, are against you, your brilliant 
idea is to try to terrorise by these dis- 
abitities and these disgusting torments of 
public men—in ord r to drive from public 
life the men whose character and _ public 
spirit would be the treasure and security 
forthe good government of any other 
country on the face of the earth. 


The treatment of these men is opposed 
to the usages of civilisation. Englishmen 
have been political prisoners before now. 
| am not speaking of the Jameson raid, 


with reference to which incident 
the right hon. Gentleman hawked 
a begging letter round the House. 


When the right hon. Gentleman remem- 
bers, the way he is treating Irish Mem- 
bers, let him not forget how they enabled 
him to secure civilised treatment for his 
own friends. I do not envy the right 
hon. Gentleman’s feelings when he 
reflects that at this moment some of the 
men who signed that petition at his 
request are now lying on plank beds 
under his orders. But Dr. Jameson was 
not merely the prisoner of this country ; 
he was the prisoner of President Kruger, 
whom hon. Members opposite are 
accustomed to abuse. Was Dr. Jameson 
stretched on a plank bed, or was he 
hanged by the neck from the nearest 
tree, as Mr. Kruger would have been 
justified in doing by every canon of 
international law? English soldiers and 
officers in thousands fell into the 
hands of those poor, rude, uncultured, 
peasant farmers in South Africa, and 
they knew what Boer prisons were 
like. No doubt the English soldiers had 


to rough it and to put up with a good 

deal of discomfort ; but I ask them to 

say whether they were treated by their 

Boer gaolers as the Irish Members are 

being treated by the Chief Secretary in 

Ireland, [MINISTERIAL cries of “Question, 
Mr. William O Brien. 
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whom you cannot disqualify and dare | 


tive 
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question.”] Irish Members, after all, 
have feelings as wellas the officers of the 
Imperial Yeomanry, and I ask what 
would hon. Gentlemen opposite think if 
they had been treated by the Boer 
Generals as the right hon. Gentle. 
man’s gaolers have treated an_ hon. 
friend of mine who is sitting on 
these Benches at this moment not far 
from me—I will not name him, 
because it is a matter too horrible for 
the ears of civilisation. A member of 
the Irish Party has been sentenced for a 
speech to his constituents, and he has 
been ordered into the prison wash-house 
and invited to wash the underclothing of 
abandoned women from a neighbouring 
ward. [Some MINISTERIAL laughter, and 
Irish cries of ‘‘ Shame,” “ Only a cad could 
laugh,” and “Cecil.”"] The hon. Mem- 
ber who laughs is not worthy to unloose 
the latchet of the shoe of the man io 
whom I have referred, and I pity the 
England that can produce a noble Lord 
that can jeer at such a circumstance. 
It is one of those things almost too 


horrible to mention, one of the 
things from which history loves to 


avert its gaze. But this is the way 
in which the Government are vin- 
dicating the glory and humanity of 
England against the Irish Members. 
What were the offences for which these 
two sets of men found themselves in 
prison? I do not want to say anything 
against the soldiers, who, of course, only 
obeyed orders. The Government entered 
upon the Transvaal war in order to 
plunder the Boers of their gold. [Cries 
of ‘* Order.” 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
is speaking of subjects outside the 
question before the House. 


Mr. WILLIAM O'BRIEN: I was only 
going to point out that as far as the men 
who are imprisoned under this Act are 
concerned, their one crime is that they 
strove to preserve some remnants of thie 
population of their own country, which is 
less within the last ten years by some 
430,000 of the very flower of the inhabi- 
tants. Those who live in this rich 
country cannot imagine the feelings of 
Irishmen when they see the population 
in Ireland wasting away like a consumip- 
patient, coughing away its lie 
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every week, and who feel that unless ; 


something heroic is done it may be too 


late. The Chief Secretary may have a, 


brilliant career before him, but up to 
the present his only achievement 
in Ireland has been to invent a 
new way of stretching his political 
opponents on the rack, a war from which 
the present Prime Minister shrunk under 
the old Coercion Act. The right hon. 
Gentleman read out the other day a list 
of 1,200 sentences of hard labour under 
the old Coercion Act, but in nearly all 
those cases they were directed against 
instances of resistance to the police and 
to the bailiffs, none of which are taking 


place at the present moment, while as to | 


thelargenumberof Membersof Parliament, 
priests, and editors of newspapers who 
were prosecuted then, only the merest in- 
significant fraction of them were sentenced 
tohard labour. I should be very sorry 
for one moment to suggest that the right 
hon. Gentleman derives any pleasure 
from sending his colleagues to hard 
lavour, but it will not do for the Chief 
Secretary, as he did this afternoon, to 
state that it is not by his orders, and 
that he has not given any directions to 
these removable magistrates. Who ever 
suspected Dublin Castle of doing anything 
as clumsy as that? But mark this fact. 
These removable magistrates suddenly 
began to pass sentences of hard labour 
the moment the cue was given them, and 
every man in ireland knows thoroughly 
well that, at one word of reprobation of 
this savagery from the right hon. Gentle- 
man, his miserable creatures would drop 
their new plan of campaign just as quickly 
as they took it up. Some of the resident 
magistrates are honourable men, but most 
of them are creatures who are as amen- 
able as the right hon. Gentleman’s valet 
to his slightest word. 

These proceedings are only worthy of 
your concentration camps in South Africa. 
But we have no appeal to make to you. 
These things degrade and disgrace you 
and not us, and you are only in the 
heginning of them. I could have quoted 
to vou what happened to my hon. friend 
the Member for North Longford, who was 
sentenced to two months hard labour 
lor publishing reports of the branches of 
the United Irish League. You remember 
his answer when he was told that the 
sentence of hard labour would be dropped 
it he undertook to refrain from such con- 
duct. Do you suppose that you are 
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going to frighten him by hard labour ? 
Will you frighten the hon. Member for 
South Mayo, who was not frightened by 
your policemen who pulled him down, 
without a shadow of legal right, by brute 
force, and pulled him off every platform 
from which he attempted to address his 
own constituency ? Do you suppose you 
will frighten my hon. friend the Member 
for East Galway, who will be face to face 
with a sentence of four months hard 
labour? You may torture these men, you 
may kill them, and you will kill them if 
you go on in this way. These hon. 
Members have announced that they will 
risk their lives in resisting your prison 
treatment. Any man who knows the hon 
Member for North Longford and the hon. 
Member for East Galway knows that when 
they pledgetheir lives they mean what they 
say. Do youthink you will dishonour my 
hon. friend the Member for East Galway 
in the eyes of the Irish people, for whom 
he has already given up the greater part 
of his noble and unselfish life? Do you 
think you are going to frighten the local 
bodies of thecountry? No; these bodies 
have only at any moment to cease hold- 
ing their meetings, and they would land 
the Government in chaos and paralysis. 
They are not in a hurry to be driven to 
such steps, but they could do it, and if 
they are driven to it they will do it. 
The right hon. Gentleman has had a 
great opportunity in Ireland, and has 
still, for we never nourish a_ personal 
grudge against any man who will do 
good work for Ireland. 


Tomorrow, or the day after, a great 
many of us will be going back to Ireland, 
and it will be for this House to send us 
back with a message of peace or war. 
With the Government will be the re- 
sponsibility, and, sooner or later, with 
them will be the retribution. If you 
send us back with the message that this 
House has no sympathy for the people 
you persist in governing against their 
will, and who have never done you any 
wrong and upon whom you have inflicted 
centuries of almost uninterrupted cruelty 


‘and wrong, yours will be the responsi- 


bility. The Irish people may be beaten 
down by the force of England, but they 
have never been beaten down for long. 
Cromwell could not do it, and I do not 
think that even the right hon. Gentle- 
man’s rashest flatterer would suggest 
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that he is likely to succeed where Crom- 
well failed. The attitude of the Irish 
Party and of the Irish people towards 
our enemies in this House, or out of it, 
may be summed up in a rough and 
ready way in a couplet which is familiar 
to us in Ireland, in which the stalwart 
peasants of Tipperary are made to say 
to their landlords : 
“ We have a hand for the grasp of friendship, 
and another to make you quake, 
And you are welcome to whichsoever it pleases 
you most to take.” 


(10.15.) Captain DONELAN (Cork, 
E.) said that after the exhaustive and 
powertul speech which his hon. friend 
had delivered it was not necessary for 
him to go into detail in seconding this 
Motion. It would be generally agreed 
that a more powerful indictment of the 
Government had never been presented 
to this House. He felt sure that many 
hon. Members sitting in different 
quarters of the House who had listened 
to the speech just delivered could not 
but feel ashamed of the coercion policy 
at present pursued in Ireland, and of 
the brutalities at present being per- 
petrated upon their political opponents 
and the public men of that country. 
He ventured to think that even English 
Conservative Members could not fail to 
recognise that the existing situation in 
Ireland was a disgrace to England. It 
was difficult for any one who did not 
reside in a proclaimed district in Ireland 
thoroughly to understand the conditions 
of life which prevailed there and under 
which the people had at present to live. 
Not only were public men flung into 
gaol for asserting the right of free 
speech, but members of public bodies were 
unable to transact the business of the 
boards to which they belonged without 
being compelled to pass through rows of 
policemen stationed at the doors, who 
entered their names in note-books, just 
as if those public men were bent upon 
some desperate enterprise. Within the 
past fortnight he had attended a business 
meeting in the board room of one of the 
unions in his constituency. On entering 
the gates of the workhouse he passed 
through files of police, stationed there 
for the purpose of entering the names in 
their books of his friends and himself, 
just as if they were ticket-of-leave men. 
He wondered how long the English 
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people would submit to insults of that 
character. He would ask hon. Members 
to turn this matter over in their minds, 
and put themselves in his place and the 
place of his colleagues. One would 
imagine that the Unionist policy would be 
a policy of conciliation, and that an 
attempt would at least be made to 
cultivate good relations between the two 
countries, but apparently the policy, at 
least of the present Unionist Govern- 
ment, was as far as possible to widen the 
chasm between them. What greater 
outrage could be inflicted on any, people 
than to heap insults on their elected 
representatives? It appeared to him to 
be the deliberate aim and object of the 
present Government to heap every species 
of indignity and insult upon the Irish 
Nationalist representatives in their own 
country. Irish Nationalist Members were 
sent to pick oakum, and in this country 
they were targets almost daily of the 
vilest abuse from the so-called Unionist 
Press. He regretted to say that the abuse 
was not contined to the Unionist Press, 
for within the past two days the late 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, who was 
always treated with the utmost courtesy 
by the Irish Members, joined in the 
chorus. It surely must at length be 
apparent to the English people that the 
present situation in Ireland was im- 
possible. He ventured to say that the 
sooner the British electors recognised 
that no eountry could be constitutionally 
governed against the will of the vast 
majority of the people, the sooner would 
they adopt the only possible remedy of 
Home Rule for Ireland. He begged to 
second the Motion. 


Motion made and Question proposed, 
“That this House do now adjourn.’ ’— 
(Mr. William O Brien.) 


(10.23.) Mr. T. P. OCONNOR (Liver- 
pool, Scotland) said the debate tonight 
was worthy of somewhat more respect- 
ful attention than some, at least, of the 
hon. Gentlemen below the gangway on 
the Ministerial side had given to it. He 
rather regretted that some of the 
younger Members opposite thought it 
desirable to interrupt his hon. friend 
with observations which were not worthy 
of them, the House. or the subject. 
Though this was a very serious un 
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violent question, he wished, so far as he 
could, to give the right hon. Gentleman 
the Chief Secretary no provocation to 
choose the worse instead of the better 
way of dealing with the Irish problem. 
His own opinion of the present situation 
in Ireland, whatever the right hon. 
Gentleman or anybody else might say, 
was that they were nearing the close of 
the land struggle in that country, if the 
right hon. Gentleman and his colleagues 
were equal to the situation. The land- 
lords and the tenants were approaching 
each other by stress of circumstances, 
and the right hon. Gentleman therefore 
had the opportunity, which no Statesman 
who was responsible for the government 
of Ireland ever had before, of dealing 
with the question with everything in his 
favour. But if the right hon. Gentle- 
man wished to clear the way for this 
settlement of the Land Question for ever, 
he was going in the very worst way 
about doing it by his policy. If the 
right hon. Gentleman proceeded on the 
sinister path of coercion he would pro- 
duce a state of feeling in Ireland, and in 
England as well, which would make it 
almost impossible for him, or for any 
Government, to deal with the Land 
Question in a large and statesmanlike 
way. Their complaint against the right 
hon. Gentleman was that his administra. 
tionof theCoercion Act was partisan—that 
it was used in the interests of one great 
class ina class war. What would have 
been said of President Roosevelt if, at the 
very moment when he was trying to 
produce reconciliation in connection 
with the great coal strike he had 
proclaimed the organisation of the 
miners, and proceeded by officers 
dependent on the Executive Govern- 
ment, instead of by independent judges 
to try the leaders in special courts, 
and to send them to prison? What 
would have been said of the leaders of 
the capitalists on the other side if they 
had insisted on the insane and childish 
policy of thelandlord party in Ireland, 
and had refused to meet Mr. Mitchell and 
the other leaders of the workmen on 
the ground that they were not repre- 
sentative of the miners’ organisation ? 
The right hon. Gentleman had said that 
he gave no directions to the resident 
magistrates. 
he should. 


It was not necessary that 
What was their position ? 
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They could be removed, promoted, dis- 
missed, or pensioned by the right hon. 
Gentleman. ‘They were absolutely at 
his mercy. With regard to sentences, 
he thought the right hon. Gentleman 
had improved upon the Chief Secretary 
in the administration of coercion. He 
did not know whether the House under- 
stood what was meant by the addition 
of hard labour to the sentences which 
were passed now. The meaning was 
that if a district councillor were sentenced 
to hard labour he was for five years 
debarred from serving his country as a 
member of those Boards. Was it states- 
manship to exclude from the Govern- 
ment of Ireland the most trusted and 
respected leaders of the people—those 
men who had gained encomium eyen 
from a hostile Local Government Board ? 
He had the honour of being a member 
of the Select Committee of this House 
which a few years ago dealt with the 
whole question of the prison treatment 
of this country and of Ireland. That 
Committee had the honour of abolishing 
the system of starvation which existed 
in the prisons of England and Ireland, 
They endeavoured to make the distinction 
which was made in every civilised country 
in the world between political and ordi- 
nary prisoners. Was there any country 
where it was not made except this ! 
He was going to say Russia, but it was 
made in Russia to an extent that very 
few people knew. Transportation to 
Siberia for political offences, which wis 
deprecated as something beyond human 
endurance, was a far better fate than 
being sent toseveral years penal servitude. 
It was reserved for England, which 
claimed to stand in the van of civilisation 
and humanity, to treat political prisoners 
in a manner unknown to the despotism 
of Russia. He was sorry to see hon. 
Members opposite burst into laughter 
when the prison treatment of political 
offenders in Ireland was deseribed. He 
should have thought that the ferocious 
attempts which were being made to 
degrade political opponents would have 
made every decent Englishman blush. 
During this great war which had recently 
been closed thousands of Englishmen 
were treated with the utmost humanity 
by the manly and courageous foe with 
whom they were dealing, and he thought 
that Irishmen had a right to ask that 


Adjournment. 
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their countrymén should be as well 
treated by the B itish Government as 
the Boers treated British prisoners. 
There were hon. Gentlemen on the 
opposite side of the House who brought 
the petition in favour of the better treat- 
ment of the participants in the Jameson 
2aid to the Nationalist Benches. Was 
it consistent that these very hon. Gentle- 
men should now cheer the Minister who 
refused to distinguish between political 
and other prisoners in Ireland? Some 
of the sentences which had been passed 
were savage and unworthy of any 
Government. Hon. Gentlemen opposite 
might complain that some of the language 
from the Nationalist Benches had been 
hot and strong, but he should like to 
know how, if they had come from im- 
prisonment with the plank bed and 
bread-and-water diet, they would feel i! 
a Liberal Government were to debar 
them from the opportunity of making 
the facts known. He had no doubt the 
right hon. Gentleman desired to settle 
the Irish Land Question if he had an 
opportunity of doing so. He hoped and 
prayed that the right hon. Gentleman 
would now avail himself o: the oppor- 
tunity which had presented itself for 
carrving out a right land policy and of 
closing the struggle of centuries. He 
asked him to turn away from the dark 
and sinister paths of coercion. 


(10.40.) Mr. TULLY said there had 
not been a Coercion Act passed in 
[reland for the last twenty-five years 
where he was not one of the first to be 
taken up under it. When the right 
hon. Gentleman came to Ireland and 
issued his first Crimes Act summons, it 
was against him it was issued. He 
wished to protest not only against the 
proclamation of nine counties, but 
against the mean, underhand manner in 
which the operations of the Crimes Act 
had been extended by the Chief Secre- 
tary and his colleagues on the Front 
Bench. Section 2, sub-Section 8, was one 
of the most dangerous provisions in the 
Crimes Act. It dealt with cases of 
unlawful assemblies. Owing to the 
action of the right hon. Gentleman, and 
he supposed the Attorney-General, that 
sub-Section had now been extended to 
every putt of Ireland without any pro- 
clamation. and without any notice being 


Mr. T. 2. O'Connor, 
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given in this House. The old legal 
writers held that an unlawful assembly 
should be one that would create terror 
and fear to His Majesty’s subjects, but 
owing to the refinements ef lawyers and 
judges in Dublin this had now been 
extended to attending assemblies which 
were perfectly peaceful, and at which no 
riot and nothing exciting fear or terror 
occurred. At first it was held that if a 
person took part in an unlawful assembly 
he should doso knowingly or unlawfully, 
but the law had been extended so that 
the mere fact of being present at a 
meeting in Ireland brought a man within 
the meshes of the Crimes Act. It had 
been decided by the Lord Chief Baron 
that under Section 2 of the Crimes Act 
such a meeting as he had described was 
an unlawful assembly, and that anyone 
taking part in that assembly was know- 
ingly taking part in it. That was how 
the law had been strained and extended 
in Ireland in a mean and underhand 
manner. What happened in his own 
case? He attended an ordinary cross- 
roads meeting on a Sunday. It was 
sworn by the police officers that the 
meeting was perfectly peaceable, that 
there was no riot, or anything tending to 
excite fear or terror among His Majesty's 
subjects. The Crimes Act had not been 
proclaimed in the district, and no notice 
had been given to anybody that the meet- 
ing should not be held. Yet hewasdraggid 
before two removable magistrates for 
attending and speaking at it. The judges 
in Dublin decided that the Chairman’s 
speech was legal, that the resolutions were 
legal, that the speech of the man who 
spoke before him was legal, and that they 
could not point to a single sentence in his 
speech which was illegal. In fact, it was 
not half as strong as some of the speeches 
he had made in the House. But because 
two other gentlemen made speeches, 
which he himself did not hear, the 
meeting was declared to be an unlawful 
assembly. | Laughterfromthe MINISTERIAL 
Benches.| The judges declared that they 
could not split an assembly up_ into 
compartments. [Renewed _ laughter.| 
That might be very funny to hon. 
Gentlemen opposite, but he had to lie on 
a plank bed for it. That was the law as 
laid down in Ireland dealing with every 
meeting, even County Council and 
District Council meetings, where any 
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man got up and made a strong speech ; 
any man who took part in such a meet- 
ing could be tried, as he was, by remov- 
able magistrates, and packed off to the 
nearest prison. What he complained of 
was that the second section of the 
Crimes Act had been construed in a mean 
and insidious manner. The hon. Member 
for Cork and the hon. Member for Scot- 
land Division of Liverpool had now taken 
up the very attitude for which he had 
been ostracised and denounced. They 
had come round, in fact, to his way of 
thinking. He did not wish to embitter 
this matter, but he had been denounced 
for publishing a letter suggesting a 
conference on the De Freyne estate, 
a conference which he knew would have 
been successful, and would have saved 
the tenants all the law costs and ruin 
which had fallen upon them; and a 
conference which would have led to a 
large number of these tenants being 
now on their way to become peasant 
proprietors. Because he would not give 
the name of the writer of that letter, he 
had been denounced in the most scandal- 
ous manner. He was glad to think that 
the hon. Member for Cork had now 
accepted his views in regard to the 
conterence. He hoped the Chief Secre- 
tary would give up his policy of coercion 
and would deal with the land question. 
if the land question in Ireland was to 
be settled, it could only be so on a fair 
basis that would give to the landlords as 
much for their investments of the price 
of their property as they were now get- 
ting from their rents, and which would 
enable the tenants to obtain their land 
on the same terms as they would get 
it by voluntary purchase. It was said 
that the landlords were willing to accept 
twenty-seven years purchase, and that 
the average tenants were paying, by 
voluntary agreement, eighteen and a half 
years purchase for their holdings. He 
understood that the rent-roll of Ireland 
at the present moment was between 
seven and eight millions. The differ- 
ence between twenty-seven years pur- 
chase and eighteen and a half years 
purchase would be about fifty-six mil- 
lions. That fifty-six millions could easily 
be sived by abolishing the Land Com- 
mission, and reducing the bloated 
strength of the constabulary in Ireland, 
and the whole thing could be carried 
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vut without the loss of a farthing to 
the British Exehequer. He supported 
this Motion because he was always 
against coercion, he did not care from 
what quarter it came. He had been 
put in prison by Liberals as well as by 
Tories, and had been coerced in every 
quarter of the House, although he had 
always managed to survive. 


(10.55.) Tae CHIEF SECRETARY 
ror IRELAND (Mr. Wyxpuam, Dover) : 
[ do not rise either to re-argue the legal 
points involved in the case which led to 
the hon. Member’s being sentenced to a 
term of imprisonment, or to confirm or 
dispute his anticipations of the details of 
the solution of the land question which 
he believes will put an end to all future 
troubles in respect to the land in Ireland. 


I know everybody nowadays has a 
solution of the land question in his 
pocket ; and, indeed, I can say quite 


sincerely | think weare nearer a solution 
than we have ever been before. Sir, I 
rise to answer a sweeping indictment 
which has been brought against the 
Government. The major parts of all the 
speeches to which we have listened have 
consisted in a charge that the Govern- 
ment, and myself as the Minister respon- 
sible to this House, have instituted in 
Ireland unjustifiable and partisan prose- 
cutions ; that the persons who have been 
found guilty before the tribunals in 
Ireland have, owing to the administra- 
tion of the Criminal Law and Procedure 
Act, had less than justice,and during their 
incarceration they have not received 
that humane treatment which, I suppose, 
they should have received had the 
general prisons rules been properly ad- 


ministered. Well, that was a sweeping 
indictment. But hon. Members were 


good enough to suggest the line of my 
defence. It was very obliging of them 
to challenge me to read out three para- 
graphs in one newspaper on which | 
founded the recent action taken by the 
Irish Government. Sir, my defence wi | 
not consist in reading out this or that 
paragraph from a newspaper, or this or 
that passage from a speech. My defence, 
if [ have time to develop it, will consist (1 
showing there has been a steady, 
persistent, and deliberate encroachment 
upon liberty in Ireland; that the Govern- 
ment, after long delay, and perhays 
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after undue reluctance, have taken the | 
steps which in their opinion’ were 
necessary if the existing system of land 
laws, or any other system of land laws, | 
in Ireland is ever to have a fair| 
chance to assist that country. | 
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Adjournime ut. 


Mr. T. P. OCONNOR: That 
extremely foolish observation. 


is an 


Mr. WILLIAM O'BRIEN: Be it so. 


Mr. CREAN (Cork Co., S.E.): We 


, accept the challenge. 


But I cannot pass altogether by a certain | 
note which was sounded more than once in | 
the speeches to which we have listened. 
The hon. Member who moved the Ad- | 
journment concluded his speech by ask- | 
ing whether he and those who sit with 
him were to be sent back to Ireland with 
a message of peace or of war. The hon. 
Member for the Scotland Division of 
Liverpool re-echoed that language. They 
seemed to indicate that we were at a 
parting of the way. The words “ peace”’ 
and “war” came again and again into 
the speech of the mover of the Adjourn- 
ment of the House. He charged one set 
oi Irishmen with being in favour of war, 
and another set of Irishmen, including 
himself, he credited with a desire for 
peace. I have often, I hope not in a) 
priggish or pedantic way, deprecated the | 
importation of these military terms into | 
the discussion of economic and constitu- 
tional questions. But there are, I 
suppose, some civil contentions to which | 
the terms of war may aptly be applied. 
In Ireland we talk of the land war when | 
we speak of the land; but, whether in| 
respect of actual warfare or in respect of 
such civil contentions, I have always 
found that those who have most personal | 
experience either of actual warfare or of 
such contentions are the slowest to begin 
war, because they know what the cost of | 
war is. Just because they do know, | 
they hold it right when this course has 
been undertaken to see that value has 
been received from it, and the men who 
are slowest to begin war are found to be 
the slowest to make peace. In the first 
period, they are unpopular with the war 
party, and in the second period, they are 
unpopular with the peace party; but | 
think they are right all through. There 
is room for diplomacy before the out- 
break of war; there is room for senti- 
ment after the conclusion of peace; but 
between these two epochs there is, [| 
deeply regret to say, room only for fight- | 
ing. Fighting must go on until the ques- | 
tion has been determined one way or the | 
other, 


Mr, Wyndham, 


| 


“any means to the necessity of war. 


R. 
: Goon. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 
S.) 


Mr. WYNDHAM: That is so. Nor 
do I think what I have said points by 
What 
is the question at issue? In our opinion 
it is a simple one. Our contention has 


| been one of one point alone—that intimi- 
| dation ought not to be used in order 


to coerce people into courses, good, 


bad, or indifferent, from which they have 
}a right to refrain. 


We contend that it 
is used in Ireland, that it is used for an 
object which inflicts injury, not only on 
the immediate victims of such intimidation 
but on the general welfare of the Lrish 
nation; and, in any case, we contend 
that such intimidation is illegal, and 
consequently that those who are guilty 
of using it for this purpose ought to be 
made amenable to the law. But the 
contention of hon, Members is not simple ; 
it is complex, and even confused. 
Whereas some of them speak, as hon. 
Members have spoken tonight, of in- 
sisting on the necessity of passing some 
large measure of land purchase which 
would enable the tenant to own the 
holding he now occupies without the 


|delay adequate for that purpose, others 


say that all the great grazing ranches 
ought to be split up and distributed. 


| Stated in that extreme fashion, it is an 


economic absurdity and legislative im- 
possibility. There may be room, there 
ought to be room, for working into any 
general Bill for land purchase, as a 
subordinate corollary, facilities for deal- 
ing with congestion wherever it exists, 
for not selling a holding to anyone who 
is to be a debtor to the State and who 
cannot count upon making a livelihood. 
But there is a third section of opinion, 
and I could quote sheaves of speeches to 
prove it, who state that the object of 
this land movement is not a solution ot 


| the land question, but that it is necessary 


to expel what they call the British 
garrison. These are not the great titled 
noblemen, but some of them are them- 
selves farmers who came forty or fifty 
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years ago from England, and some men 
who came from England in the time of 
Cromwell. These men are to be expelled 
from Trish soil. Then there is the fourth 
school of thought, if that is the proper 
phrase, who seem to think that this 
question ought to be used, not in order 
to settle the land question, which, | 
think should be done, but to render 
Government in Ireland impossible. That, 
again, is subdivided into minor classes, 
some of which, if we are to judge from 
the Roscrea case, hold that tenancies 
in towns ought not to be determined 
according to the ordinary process of 


law. And there are some who advocate 
that in towns all shopkeepers ought 


to be boycotted who will not join a 
particular political organisation. There 
are others who advocate openly that 
through the length and breadth of Ireland, 
local hoards who have received great power 
under the Local Government Act should 
give their contracts, not to the lowest 
tender, but to the highest tender if 
the person who tenders belongs to the 
political organisation. I do not rehearse 
these different views in order to bring 
any acrimony into the debate. It is 
my duty to refrain from _ stating 
anything offensive, but it is also my 
duty to state facts, even if these facts 
may offend. It is my duty to state that 
week in and week out for months past all 
these positions have been advocated from 
one point of Ireland or another. If that 


is so, can there be peace if there is | : 
j }outrages in the course of three years. 


illegal intimidation? Eager as I am to 
see the restoration of social peace in 


Ireland, desirous as I am of seeing the | 
end of illegal intimidation applied to | 


the land question, and an end also to the 
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perfectly legal litigation which is the | 


curse of Ireland and inflicts a heavy 
burden on the population—eager as I 
am to see these things come about, I 
must decline to purchase peace by 
receding an inch from the position it 
is the duty of the Government to take 
up in protecting those who are exposed 
to intimidation and to prosecute all, 
even where it is necessary before excep- 
tional tribunals, whatever may be their 
crime, who are guilty of intimidation, 
and who break not only the common 
law, but the statute law of this and 
every other civilised country. I pass 
from that. It is not intended to be a 
bellicose utterance, and I do not think 
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it is a bellicose utterance. unless, indeed, 
hon. Members who desire to see the 
land question settled still believe, after 
twenty-three years of disillusion, that 
this weapon which is employed against 
their own countrymen leads up to 
settlement, or induces hon. Members of 
this House to look favourably upon 
attempts which one Chief Seeretary or 
another may make to effect it. I must 
not in this way evade the indictment 
brought against the government of 
Ireland. 


Sir, the hon. Member for Cork City 
attacked the application of this Act 
to large sections of Ireland, and he 
reverted once more to a_ statement, 
which is perfectly true, that in Lreland 
at the present moment there are not 
many crimes of violence against the 
person or of destruction of property. 
| have always said so. I said so during 
the first debate upon this subject in June, 
1901. There are some crimes of that 
character which stand out, because, apart 
from agrarian crime, Lreland is socrimeless, 
and therefore agrarian crime, even upon a 
small scale, looms large in the eyes of the 
Irish people, and if there be but 20 or 30 
incendiary fires in the course of the 
year, why, that acts as the steel tip to 
the spear of verbal intimidation, and it 
acts forcibly in a country where many 
men can remember the horrible time to 
which the hon. Member alluded, when 
there were, I think he said, 9,000 agrarian 


But Ido not weigh upon that. I never 
weighed upon it. Before there were any 
proclamations—before the beginning of 
the last session—I stated that it was the 
duty of the Government to defend one 
set of Irishmen against organised intimi 
dation at the hands of another set of 
Irishmen. We did that in the first 
place by mere police measures. We did it 
in the second place by proceeding under 
those sections of the Act which do not 
need a proclamation, and we were success- 
ful. Meetings with bands to march about 
and terrorise individuals have ceased 
altogether. They were used, I may in- 
form the House, not only against those 
who may be supposed to be im favour of 
paying rent, but in one case, on the 
Morley estate, against two tenants who 
had failed to pay rents. There was a 
settlement on the estate on the condition 
that one year’s rent should be paid by 
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every one. 
their rent, and the others turned out 
to intimidate them with a band and a 
procession, so deeply has the lesson sunk 
into the Irish people that that is the 
only proper way to persuade any one to 
do anything. The police stopped that 
procession, just as they would have 
stopped any other. Then we had on the 
De Freyne estate a reerudescence of 
intimidation indistinguishable, in my 
opinion, from the Plan of Campaign. 
The hon. Member has stated that we 
were responsible. I will refer him to 
the debate which we had on 24th July. 
But whoever was responsible, there 
was a great breach of social order—a 
commencement anew of an evil which 
only fifteen years ago wrought in- 
deseribable havoc over large areas of 
Ireland and reduced thousands of men 


to a ruin from which they have never 


yet recovered. It would have been im- 
possible for the Government to over- 
look such a breach of social order as that, 
and we proclaimed in April those 
sections of Ireland where such crimes 
were prevalent—for they are crimes— 
acts which are declared to be illegal 
by competent authorities on law; and 
hon. Members cannot cite one judge, 
whereas I can cite all the great legal 


luminaries of the last thirty years, to, 


prove the proposition that to coerce a 
man to take a course from which he 
could lawfully refrain is a crime, and a 
very serious crime. A third feature that 
has to be taken into account is the 
practice of boycotting. I have been 
criticised because the Irish Government 
did not at an earlier date proclaim 
certain parts of Ireland. When I was 
so criticised in June, 1901, the number 
of cases of boycotting in Ireland had 
fallen, and whereas it had stood at 
thirty-three in 1900, in June, 1901, it had 
fallen to twenty-five. With a decreasing 
number of cases it was right to refrain 
froma measure, the gravity of which | 
have never sought to minimise. But 
the numbers did not continue to fall, 
they began to rise, and when in April 
I asked the House to sanction our 
action in proclaiming a number of 
counties and our action was challenged 
the number stood at over fifty. Well, 1 
am glad to say the numbers have begun 
to fall again, and now stand at forty-three. 
When the Irish Government are placed 


Mr. Wyndhain, 
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on their trial in this way, when they are 
accused of acting in a partisan manner, 
and using grave powers of the law 
without adequate cause, when we are 
charged with error of judgment in not 
relying on the ordinary law, | think I am 
entitled to ask the House to consider 
some of the things which have been 
happening in Ireland, and which did 
happen there for a long period of time 
before we determined to have recourse to 
exceptional tribunals. I wonder if the 
House grasps what such a thing as the 
Tallow case means? ‘Tallow is a small 
town of 1,080 inhabitants, and_ in 
that town are two tradesmen—one 
called O’Keefe and the other Walsh. 


Mr. WILLIAM O'BRIEN: May | 
interrupt. We have often been prevented 
from making reference in this House to 
cases in which a trial is pending. Is the 
right hon. Gentleman aware that another 
trial of the Tallow case is pending ! 

Mr. WYNDHAM : If that is the case 
I have no more to say on the subject, and 
I think the hon. Member is justified in 
intervening. It will shorten my_ present 
remarks, and when a third or fourth jury 
have disagreed I will return to the 
subject. 


Mr. WILLIAM O'BRIEN: T submit 
that the right hon. Gentleman is prejudg- 
ing the ease. 


Mr. T. P. OCONNOR: On a point of 
order, Mr. Speaker. The right hon. 
Gentleman may have spoken uncon 
sciously, but he spoke of three or four juries 
disagreeing. I submit that that is pre 
judging the case by anticipating what the 
action of the jury may be; and I hope, 
Sir, you will see your way to ask the 
right hon. Gentleman to withdraw the 
observation. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I see no oceasion fo 
my intervention. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I gave way to the 
hon. Member and allowed his point, and 
I am not going to reopen the subject, 
though I think I might be amply justitied 
in doing so. I take the case of the 


Thompsons at ‘Templemore. What is 
; ia 
urged against these gentlemen? I will 


ask the House to realise the condition of 





921 


thins 
years 
betw 
neigh 
agall 
lived 
yene 
hefou 
of li 
take | 
sible 
in th 
expr 
nush 
Engli 
out 

OBR 
vlad 

disel: 
igita 
heen 
f tl 
megan 
helon 
lf ch: 
to cit 
rapt 


*Mi 
hon. 
have 
the 5] 
to be 


MI 
from 
only 
swee} 
phras 
What 
when 
libert 
vase 1 
after 
devel 
of ine 
them 
they ; 
whole 
Inter 
impat 
tell t} 
dnoth 
select 
at ra 
addue 
chara: 


Case, ; 





920 


are 
ner, 
law 
are 
not 
-am 
sider 
been 
did 
time 
se to 
the 
the 
mall 
in 
one 


y I 
nted 
se tO 
5 the 
ther 


case 
, and 
ed in 
esent 
jury 
. the 


ibmit 
judg. 


int of 
hon. 
neon: 
juries 
. pre: 
it the 
hope, 
< the 
v the 


yn for 


oO the 
, and 
Inject, 
stitied 
f the 
at is 
| will 
ion ot 





921 Motion for {27 Ocroper 1902} Adjournment. 922 


things there. Because some forty or fifty | League of 1887 refused to take up. A 
years ago there was a land quarrel there,| man’s brother-in-law had advanced him 
hetween the holder of the estate and his £400, or security to: that extent, and 
neighbours, suddenly war is declared | becomes the owner in occupancy. 
against a man and his family who have | Kighteen years afterwards a stranger to 
lived there in perfect peace for two | the district marches in and states that 
generations, ‘The case was brought) this is a contravention of the unwritten 
iefore the Land League in the old baddays | code, and this man, who lent £400 and 
of 1879-81, and the League refused to spent £900 of hisown money, is suddenly 
ke cognisance of it, but now an irrespon- subjected to ostracism and every form 
ible stranger arrives and stirs up strife | of petty and even of grave annoyance, 
in the district, lights a blaze, I think the | ang that is done against the repeated 
expression is, which is not to be extin- protest of the Catholic priest in the 
“aa - Tipperary until iy 4 man of place. There is no more pathetic figure 
inglish and Scottish descent is driven in all this sorry story of Ireland than 
Al bg Mower, . eo f len that of the priests, who, with exceptions 
ea a ee ee oe J ey a | that can be counted on one hand, have 
glad to hear the hon. Member for Cork | scien: Seales Genk tote. siemens teil 
lisclaim the doctrine preached by an fe fa & this —— ae 
witator of the name of Corr, but it has | pest to hold back this movement. on. 
heen put forward again and again as part ; When an mntenrep- 
ff the doctrine proclaimed by _ the | tion is not relevant, ironical laughter 
nganisation to which the hon. Member | ™4Y be supplied in its place, but I repeat 
ielongs. [Hon. Members: No, no.]| ‘that in almost every one of these cases 
lf challenged on that I am quite prepared | the priest has joined the League very 
wecite proofs here or elsewhere. [Inter- | Often in order to restrain it; he has 
ruption. ] | tried again and again to restrain it, and 
: | finally found he was powerless to do so. 
\In this very case Father O'Donovan 
*Mr. SPEAKER: I would appeal to) stated in evidence that the man who 
hon. Members to remember that they | brought his plea before the secret tribunal 
have received a courteous hearing, and, in | made the best case he could and had no 
the spirit of fair play, to allow the reply | case at all. Even Bishops have openly 
to be heard. | stated that, in their opinion, this social 
evil should come to an end. [An Hon. 
| Member: Name.] ‘The Bishop of 
Mr. WYNDHAM: Hon. Members! Elphin and the Bishop of Meath. That 
irom Ireland object to my making the | being the situation in June or July of 
only form of defence possible against the | last year, the Government found a new 
sweeping attack they make in general | practice, namely the avoiding of a 
phrases on the administration in Ireland. | district which they had proclaimed by 
What other form of defence is there | going just over the border of it and 
when we are accused of attacking the | there delivering speeches to keep up 
liberty of speech and of the Press? Our | those flames which had been lit around 
tase is that we interfered after —— * certain individuals, and which were de- 
alter two years—of versistent and steady | Lactating ; "¢ and. 
tieenced linpesdemaieainelieen ee ee Ba pot A 4 
of individuals, which not only subjected oils” ail = pain 3 was aban- 
them to pains and penalties from which |doned, its place was yg by an 
they are entitled to be free, but ruined the prone niin doh wali tinue: 
whole country side in which they lived. | =: Tshesedl ter the tench Poeen 
Interruption.] If hon, Members are so ae ee eee ee asad 
Up to June, 1901, there was not to my 
impatient that they will not allow me to I 
tell the stories of these cases, I will take | know ledge . single boycotting resolu- 
é dividual published in 
another opportunity of doing it. I only | tion naming an in P ’ 
teleet them as they come ‘to my mind | @Y newspaper in Ireland. The first 
i weniiews Geom ancien Whih anil be pom of that kind took place in October 
adduced, and which all have the same 1901 and led the Government ol 
characteristics. There is the Corofin| that day to think that the time had 
case, an old quarrel which the National} come when it was necessary to make 
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use of the force placed at the disposal of 
the Government in 1887. During the 
last week of July and during August 
these local papers consisted of little else 
xcept column alter column of resolutions 
culled from secret meetings of the League, 
in almost every one of which names 
were given. In the Longford: Leader, 
which has been referred to tonight, this 
practice was adopted, the threatening 
effect of which will be easily realised. 
Three weeks ahead it was stated that at 
the end of the three weeks all the 
names would be published of those who 
were members of the League and of 
those who had not joined. The pressure 
was kept up week by week by further 
threats against those who were not 
named, and finally the day came when 
their names were given in the black-list 
or the white-list as the case might be. 
Will any one who realises what the 
Templemore and the Corofin cases mean, 
not only to the victims, but to the 
country, say that the Government ought 
to stand aside because of a regard for the 
liberty of the Press—we should always 
have regard for the liberty of the Press— 
when that liberty was used as a vehicle 
of intimidation in substitution for those 
others which had been abandoned ? 


Then there was another feature. The 
war was transferred from the county 
and from the land question to the towns. 
was what was known as the 
Roscrea case, which has been decided and 
to which I can therefore refer. A Mr. 
Menton evicted a caretaker from a house 
There 
The tenancy 
had been determined. The victim, him- 
self, I believe, an advanced Nationalist, 
asked those who were working up the 


There 


of his in the town of Roscrea. 
was no quarrel about rent. 


public feeling against him what was 
their intention, what was the reason of 
their extraordinary conduct. He said, 
“If you mean to wage this war against 
me in my own town, why have you 
not the pluck to do it yourselves ” 
the answer was as stated on oath, “ Why 
should we, when we have an organiser 
to do it for Well, then 
another has 


and 


us?” take 


which also been 
decided. Some sports were got up in the 


Ai. i] “yudham. 


Case 
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town of Birr by the Gaelic Association, 
which, | believe, is a Nationalist Asso- 
ciation, though not the association 
which the hon. Member for Cork 
patronises. The hon. Member lives in 
the sublime belief that any one who 
does not join his association is not a 
Nationalist or an Irishman. The Gaelic 
Association believes in building up a 
nation by drawing all thecomponent parts 
of thenationtogether. An organiserof the 
rival partisan association—the United 
Irish Leacue—was sent down and a rival 
set of sports was arranged in which the 
amusement was to consist in a number 
of bands assembling and a number of 
menarmed with hurleys. <A breach of the 
peace would have taken place had not 
the Government sent down 160 police- 
And what followed? A resolution 
was passed at an impromptu meeting to 
the effect that the meeting desired to 
show their hearty approval of the prin- 
ciples of the United Irish League, and 
called upon all the business people of 
Birr to at once become members of the 
organisation, otherwise they would be 
compelled to regard them as supporters 
of Castle rule and landlordism, and 
refuse in future to patronise their shops. 
Hon. Members cheered. I am_ glad 
to hear those cheers, because earlier in 
my remarks, when I said that there 
was a section in Ireland who were in 
favour of hoycotting shopkeepers who 
would not join a particular organisation 
those remarks were met with coldness 
and shudders of disapproval from the 
Benches opposite ; and when I read out 
a resolution which is to that effect and 
no other, the sentiments are warmly 


applauded. 


men. 


But, Sir, let us closer to 
this matter. We were invited to send 


back hon. Members from Ireland with a 


come 


message of peace or war, and I under- 
stood that a message of peace would mean 
a promise to deal with the land question. 
But even if the land question were dealt 
with to the satisfaction of every 
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tenant, every landlord, and every agent 
in Ireland, it would be all to no pur- 
pose if, while it was being settled and 
aiter it had been settled, people were to 
be at liberty to convene a meeting with 
the object of declaring that every shop- 
keeper in a town who has nothing to do 
with land is to be boycotted because he 
will not join a particular organisation. 
Then, finally, a more recent feature which 
I deplore is that bodies which have been 
clothed with the powers of local govern- 
ment have passed one resolution after 
another to the effect that tenders are only 
tobeaccepted from members of this particu- | 
lar political association. I notice that some 
of them are not quite convinced that that 
isa proper course to pursue in discharge 
{An Hox. MEMBER: 


One gentleman 


of their duties. 
Coercion for Coercion, | 
the other day said, “It looks rather bad 
toaccept a contract of £2 a ton more than 
another.” Thatnot only looks bad, but it is 
almost the most deplorable thing that has 
happened in recent years in Ireland, The 
Local Act in Ireland is 


working well, I am glad to say, but 


Government 


nothing can bring it into greater discredit 
than that such courses should be pursued. 
lt corrupts the whole civic life of the 
country, if persons who are in the position 
of trustees are to abuse that trust and 
place upon the ratepayers burdens heavier 
than need be placed on them in order to 
favour a set of persons holding particular 
political opinions at the expense of others. 
When we reflect that even when the 
land question is settled in Ireland, the 
rating question, and it is formidable 
enough, will be there, when we reflect 
that even now many Acts have been passed 
todeal with many parts of the country 
where the rateable value is low, and 
districts have been scheduled as congested, 


is it not idle that L, or any other Minister 
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in my place belonging to any Govern- 
ment, should hope to persuade this House 
to deal boldly not only with the land 
question but with the rating question, 
when any critic can point to the fact that 
popularly elected think 
nothing of putting £200 or £300 a year 
on to the present rates of 7s. to 8s. in the 


local bodies 


£ in order to show their hostility toa 


particular section of the community ? 


I have only a few minutes more at my 
disposal, which I fear will not sutlice to 
deal with the attack which has been made 
on the administration for which I am 
responsible—the attack that the magis- 
trates are removable at the pleasure of 
the Government. There is not a case in 
which their decision has not been upheld 
by the County Court judges, who are not 
removable. Then all the charges against 
the resident magistrates disappear, and in 
their place charges are to be levelled 
against the County Court judges who are 
as secure as the judges of the Superior 


Courts in this country. It is idle to 


argue against critics who shift their 
ground with such agility. I do not 


believe that these men, distinguished 


Irishmen, «are banded together to 
break their oath or to put an unnecessary 
If time 


from 


slight upon their countrymen. 
availed I could 
resident magistrates and County Court 


quote passages 


judges, showing that they felt bitterly 
the painful necessity of sentencing men 
who have sat with them as magistrates 
on the Bench to imprisonment. I believe 
them. I am sure that every man in this 
House regrets when a Member of Parlia- 
ment has committed an offence which 
leads to his imprisonment; but every 
man in this House will agree on reflec: 
tion that when a Member of Parliament 
breaks a law which exists for the pro- 


tection of the liberties of all, and when 
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that breach of the law leads to social 
tyranny and ruin, he must suffer, and 
ought to suffer, the same penalty as the 
men whom they have incited to act a 
subordinate part. 

I must now draw my _ re- 
marks, imperfect I admit, to a con- 
clusion — imperfect not because my 
material is not strong, but because in 
replying to a sweeping indictment all 
that a man can do is to ask hon. Mem- 
bers to listen to typical cases, and then 
consider whether the action of the Govern 
ment has been unjust, or arbitrary, or 
hasty. I maintain that it has been just, 
and that it has not been hasty; and I 
maintain that such action had to be 
taken if the existing land legislation in 
Ireland, or any legislation that may 
succeed it, is to be of the slightest avail. 
That we shall see legislation on the land 
question in Ireland hon. Members know. 

I can now take up the challenge of 
the hon. Member for Cork with reference 
to the statement I communicated to the 
Press on the subject of land legislation. 
It was not a hasty generalisation. It 
was a concise summary of what I stated 
in greater detail inthe month of January 
last. 1 then asked if any sane man 
would say that the Irish landlords and 
the tenants could afford to go on in- 
definitely with this fighting and _litiga- 
I said : 


tion. 

“The land question in Ireland must in the 
interest of Ireland be settled. By whom? It 
may seem a hard saying, but I believe it is true 
that no Government can settle a question of 
purchase and sale. Many have tried and 
failed. The question can only be settled by 
the parties concerned—by the party on the 
one hand who knows what he ean afford to 
take, and by the party on the other hand who 
knows what he can afford to give. But is the 
Govermuent to stand aside? By no means. 


The Government has many duties to perform, | 


three of which are to use its best ability to 


Mr. Wyndham. 
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| bring the parties together, to assist the party 
| ready to sell to turn the price which he gets to 
| the best account, and to assist the would-he 
| purchaser to give to the vendor a price he 


| could accept without crippling his resources, 
| Ina word, our business as a Government is to 
! 


| bring Irish land into the market.” 


I still believe that to be true. To whom 
| will fall the honour and glory of doing 
that, Ido not set any estimation whatever. 
| If I had a solution which I confidently 
| thought wouldsettlethe land question, and 
if I thought that the hon. Member for 
| Cork would be still more likely to settle it, 
I would drop my solution anonymously 
into his letter box. I believe sincerely 
\that this question will be settled by 
|many people combining together ; and 
| yet if it were settled at the price of 
abandoning the duty of protecting those 
who are exposed to intimidation and of 
making those who break the law in 
order to intimidate others amenable to 
the law, then such a solution of so great 
a question, inestimable as it would be in 
itself, would in that event be to Ireland, 
not a blessing, but a curse. 


(11.45.) Stir H. CAMPBELL-BANNER- 
MAN (Stirling Burghs): It is greatly to 
be regretted that the right hon. Gentle- 
man was obliged to compress his state- 
ment of the policy of the Government 
But I would 


point out that if he were inconvenienced 


owing to lack of time. 


and if the public interest has suffered 
—as I believe it has-~it is because the 
Government did not choose to respond 
to the appeal of the Irish Members for a 
| day—that the Irish Members have been 
driven into the irregular and altogether 
resort short 


imperfect of having a 


evening sitting. The right hon. Gentle- 
;} man has now told us what the case of the 


Government is for the action they have 
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recently taken in Ireland. I am sorry | 
to say that I have listened on many 
oecersions to a Minister either introduc- 
ing some exceptional law or accounting 
for the application of some exceptionay 
law which has already been in existence 
in Ireland, and there were two things on 
all such occasions that [I can remember 
In the first 
made out of an 


that were invariably done. 
place, a case was 
unusual and extraordinary prevalence of 
crime, or a case was made out that 
the ordinary law had been attempted to 
be applied and had failed. Now, in both 
of those instances the right hon. Gentle- 
man has had little or nothing to tell us. 
He admits, as everybody knows, that 
Well, I 
have taken the advice that the hon. 
Member 
who are interested in this subject, and I 
have looked statistics of 
crime, and one fact, at all events, [ will 


Ireland is almost crimeless. 


for Cork has tendered to all 
into the 
quote to the House. It is with regard 
to indictable offences, which cover a 
large range. There were in Ulster 195 


cases—|An hon. Member laughed} 

oh, I jotted the figures down carelessly, 
and my gallant friend is perfectly justi- 
fied in finding fault with me for not 
But, at all events, 


in Ulster, which is not proclaimed, which 


being more accurate. 


is not subject to exceptional law, there 
are 195 cases of this kind; in Munster 
there are 139 cases, and in Connaught 
89. Surely that goes farto show that 
itis not in those parts of Ireland in 
which crime is most prevalent that this 
exceptional law is applied. I fully 
expected that the right hon. Gentleman 
would have based his case on boycotting, 
that boycotting had been carried on to 
such an insufferable extent in ¢onnection 


with land agitation that it was necessary | 
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to interfere. But the cases of boy- 
cotting, as the right hon. Gentleman 
himself tells us, have fallen to forty- 
three, an almost insignificant number, 


over the whole of Ireland. 


Mr. WYNDITAM: Forty-three cases 


—Not persons. 


Sm H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
Well, surely that would not justify inter- 
But | 
turn to the second plea, which has 


vention under exceptional law. 


always been urged by a Minister in 
taking these steps—that is to say, he 
has always shown that recourse had 
been made to the ordinary law and that 
The 
right hon. Gentleman has made no such 
He has said that there 
is agreat deal of intimidation in different 
places, directed not apparently against any 


it had been found insufficient. 


allegations here. 


particular class, not against any particular 
section of opinion, because he quoted the 
case of ardent Nationalists who have been 
subjected to intimidation. No doubt every 
one here has as much horror and as much 
indignation as the right hon. Gentleman 
at any violent course of intimidation such 
as he described. But we want to know 
has an attempt been made to deal with it 
under the ordinary law before he has 
resorted to this extraordinary course ? 
{An Hon. Memper: Yes]. 


Member seems to know. 


The hon, 
It has not been 
alleged at all events, and I believe, as a 
matter of fact, the ordinary law has not 
been resorted to. The right hon. Gentle- 
man has quoted cases, and they do not 
excite any sympathy in me, but there is 
another thing which we must always bear 
in mind. When we find a disturbed state 
of society, with a tendency to take a violent 
course, it always arises from a deep-seated 
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grievance under the surface which causes | 


those who suffer from that grievance to | 


Now all 


know that the thing which disturbs 


resort to such methods, we 
society in Ireland, agrarian society, is the 
question of land purchase, and how can 
we expect that Ireland can be peaceful 
and contented while the present state of 
things as to land purchase continues ? 
You have advanced, as we have often said 
in this House, on an inclined plane, and 
you cannot expect your equilibrium to be 


maintained while you are going down the 
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and of an unnecessarily cruel and severe 
kind. And sentences of hard labour have 
this consequence—that any one under. 
going them is, under an existing statute, 


disqualified for five years from serving 


on any public body. This is the 
punishment for a political offence—no 
offence of violence or outrage—by men 
who, on the authority of the Local 


Board, have admirably 


|earried out the duties under the new 


local government system. I will not 


dwell on that. 


sut what do we gain by 





incline. You have introduced the idea, the whole of these transactions? Can i 
7 ave familiarise » Trish farmer . ‘ ) 
you have famili vised the Irish farmet the right hon. Gentleman really hope to B: 
rj » ide at he would have his : Br 
with the idea, that | © put an end tothe state of disturbance Be 
‘ sheaper as an owner than as a tenant. . 
farm cheaper as a ae and confusion by these hardships J 
Tnless by some method or other you. gq: Bian a ce a i Ce 
U1 ne ‘ “sr , inflicted on individuals? No, Sir, ( 
an reduce all the tenants to the same ‘ . 
. : nga ' ; the way to arrive at the removal i 
osition and give them the same advan-| , : ° a 
I 5 of any disturbance of social order, Ca 
tages, you are bound to have always : > Ci 
‘ ., |such as the right hon. Gentleman ] ¢, 
disturbances. As to these cases which : : es 

: , ¢ has described, is to retnove the causes x 
have been tried before magistrates, ‘ : e C1 

' /which create that disturbance. The D 
who, whatever the right hon. Gentle- : 
} party opposite has been engaged for 

man may say, are subject to the 


Executive of the day, the one essential 
thing in Ireland, as elsewhere, is to 
divorce the judiciary and the tribunals, 
high and from the 
Government, and make them perfectly 
But these resident 
the 


low, Executive 
independent. 


magistrates are sent about on 
instructions of the Executive Govern- 
ment. It was my good fortune to be a 
Member of the McHugh 


which sat last summer, and that made 


Committee 


us perfectly familiar with the Courts 
before which these men were brought. 
The next fact which strikes the eye is 
the severe sentences which are being 
given—sentences far more severe than 
any that have been given before in| 
similar circumstances ; sentences of hard | 
labour ; sentences of a degrading kind, | 


Sir LL, Cumplell-Bannerman, 


| has known before. 


nearly sixteen years in carrying out the 
“twenty years of resolute government,” 
which, we were told, was all that was 


/necessary to make Ireland perfectly 


peaceable and contented. Now they come 
on with the adoption of these measures 


_beyond the ordinary law more inexcus 


able than any the House of Common: 
The condition of 
Ireland is certainly not a very happy 
one when it has the Crimes Act appar- 
ently for its Magna Charta, and Sergeant 
Sheridan as the embodiment of law and 
order ; and with the magistracy in some 
degree—in a fatal degree—subservient 


to the Executive. It is not we who 


deserve the name of Separatists. It is 


those who govern Ireland, and appar 
ently can only govern Ireland, by methods 


like these—methods which are not to be 


» 


b> bem b> b> be 


— 
~~) 
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found in any part of the Empire outside 


these islands. 


be applied to us, who have shown, and 


will continue to show, 


way of dealing with the difficulty. 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E. 
Allan,Sir William (Gateshead) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 


Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Barry, E. (Cor k, S.) 

sayley, Thomas (D-rbyshire) 
Black, Alexander William 
Brown, George M. (Edinburgh) 
Brunner, Sir ae ‘Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Caldwell, a 
‘ampbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
‘ampbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
arew, James Laurence 
‘arvill, Patriek Geo. Hamilton 
‘auston, Richard Knight 
Condon. Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 
Cremer, Wiiliam Randal 
Cullinan, J 
Delany, William 
Dewar, Joan A. (Inverness-sh. 
Doogan, P. C. 
Edwards, Frank 
Evans, Samuel T. 


(Glamorgan) 
Fenwick, Cnarles 

Ffreneh, Peter 

Field, William 

Flynn, re % Christopher 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

cea James 

Gladstone, Rt. HnHerbertJ ohn 
Grey, Rt. Hon. Sir E. (Berwick) 
Griffith, Ellis J. 


Hildane, Rt. Hon. Richard. B. 
Harcourt,Rt. Hon. Sir William 
Harwood, George 

Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 


Agy-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
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AYES. 


Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 


Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. ) 
Jordan, Je remiah 

Joye e, Mic thae H 


Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kinloch,SirJohnGeorgeSmyth 


Labouchere, Henry 

Lambert, George 

Law, Hugh Alex. (Donegal, W. ) 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leamy, Edmund 

Leese, SirJosephF.(Acerington 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Leng, Sir John 

Levy, Maurice 

Lough, Thomas 


Lundon, W. 


MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Cann, James 

M‘Kean, John 

M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Manstield, Horace Rendall 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mooney, John J. 

Murphy, John 


Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Nolan,Col. John P.(Galway,N. 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman, Henry 

Nussey, T homas ny illans 


O’Brien, James, X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, Kendal(Tipperary Mid 
O’Brien, P. . J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Brien, W iNi: um (Cork) 

O’ Connor,James(Wicklow, W. 
O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O’ Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

O’ Dowd, John 


NOES. 


Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balearres, Lord 


Balfour, Capt. C. (Hornsey 


| Banbury, Frederick George 
| Beckett, Ernest William 


L 


jalfour, Rt. Ho. 7 J. (Manch’ : 


| Balfour, alee WW. | | 
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Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 121; Noes, 


(Division List No. 426). 


Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O’ Kelly, James(Roscommon,N, 
O'Malley, William 


Partington, Oswald 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Pirie, Dunean VY. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Priestley, Arthur 

Redmond, William (Clare) 
Reid Sir R. Threshie( Dumfries 
tige, Richard 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighs. ) 
Runciman, Walter 

Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Schwann, Charles E. 

Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Shipman, Dr. John G, 

Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Spencer, RtHn C.R.(Northants 
Sullivan, Donal 


Taylor, Thedore Cooke 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E.) 
Thomas, David Alfred (Merthyr 
Thomas, F. Freeman-( Hastings 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R.) 
Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, ( ‘harles P hilips 
Tully, Jasper 


Wallace, Robert 

Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
White, Luke (York, E. BR.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
Woodhouse,SirJT(Kuddersti' d 
Young, Samuel 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES 
Captain Donelan and Mr. 
Patrick O’Brien. 


| Bentinek, Lord Henry C. 
| Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 
| Bigwood, James 
Bill, Charles 
| Bond, Edward 
Bowles,Capt. H. F. (Middlesex 
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Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Bull, William James 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, John George 

Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C.W (Derbyshire 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon. J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain, RtHnJ.A.(Wore. 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Colomb,SirJ ohnCharles Ready 
Compton, Lord Alywne 

Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Cust, Henry John C. 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley- 
Davies, SirHoratioD. (Chatham 
Denny, Colonel 

Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dimsdale, Sir Joseph Cocktield 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dorington,Rt. Hon. Sir John E. 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxtord, SirWilliam Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W.) 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJ.(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Forster, Henry William 
Foster,Philips. (Warwick,S. W 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Gibbs, Hon. Vicary (St. Albans) 
Godson, SirAugustus Frederick 
Gordon, Maj Evans-(T’rH’ml'ts 
Gore, HnG.R.C.Ormsby-(Salop 
Gore, Hon.S. F. Ormsby-(Line. ) 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene,SirE W(BurySEdim’nds 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Gunter, Sir Robert 


Adjournment 
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Hall, Edward Marshall 
Hamilton, Rt HnLord G(Midd’x 
Hamilton, Mary of(L’nd’nderry 
Hanbury,Rt. Hon. Robert Wm. 
Hardy, Laurence( Kent, Ashf rd 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, Arthur Howard(Hanley 
Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Sir Alexander 
Higginbottom, 8. W. 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset, E. 
Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope,J. F. (Sheffield, Brightside 
Horner, Frederick William 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Howard ohn( Kent, Faversham 
Hozier, Hon. James Henry Cecil 
Hutton, John (Yorks, N. R.) 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 
Kemp, George 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W.(Salop. 
Keswick, William 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence,Sir Joseph(Monm'th 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 
Lecky,Rt. Hn. WilliamEdw. H. 
Lee,ArthurH.(Hants.,Fareh’m 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Lockie, John 

Long, Rt. Hn. Walter (Bristol,S 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft 
Lucas, Reginald J. (Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macartney, Rt HnW.G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Calmont,Col. J.(Antrim,E. } 
M‘Iver,SirLewis(EdinburghW 
M‘Killop,James (Stirlingshire) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Malcolm, [an 

Manners, Lord Cecil 
Maxwell, RtHnSirH. E(Wigt’n 
Milvain, Thomas 

Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Montagu, Hon.J.Seott( Hants.) 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morgan, DavidJ(Walthamst’w 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Muntz, Sir Philip A. 
Murray, RtHn. AGraham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 


Mr. SPEAKER, in pursuance of the 
Order of the House of the 16th October, 
adjourned the House without Question 
put. , 
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Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

Pease, HerbertPike(Darlingt’n 
Pembe:ton, John $8. G. 

Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Kobert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 


| Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 


Purvis, Robert 

Randles, John S. 

tankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Ratehif, R. F. 

Remnant, James Farquharson 
Ritchie,Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rothschild, Hon. Lionel Walter 
found, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Harry 8. (Limehouse) 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seely, Maj.J.E. B.([sleof Wight 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Sloan, Thomas Henry 
Smitb,JamesParker( Lanarks. ) 
Smith, Hon. F. W. D, (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Hn. Arthur (Ormskirk 
Stanley, EdwardJas. (Somerset 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stewart,SirMarkJ. M’Taggart 
Stroyan, John 

Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, RtHn.J.G.(Oxf'd Univ. 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M, 
Valentia, Viscount 

Walker, Col. William Hall 
Walrond, Rt Hn. Sir William H. 
Warde, Colonel C, E. 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C. E(Taunt’n 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, A. Stanley(York, E.R.) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B.Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Younger, William 


TELLERS FOR THE Nogrs— 
Sir Alexander Acland- 


Hood and Mr. Anstruther. 


Adjourned at ten minutes after 


Twelve o'clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. PLUMBERS’ REGISTRATION BILL. 


, | Petitions in favour: from Gloucester 
08 9 . 

Tei OR See, Se. | and Perth ; to lie upon the Table. 

_—_—— 
The House met at Two of the Clock. | ee ae IN 
| Petitions for legislation: from Bris- 
NEW WRIT. tol; Walsall; Ravensthorpe; Codnor 

; a _ | Park; Dartford; Teignmouth; Blay- 
New Writ for the Borough of Liver-|don; Pelton Fell; Chester le Street ; 

pool (East Toxteth Division.) ‘Grangemouth; Coventry; Clydebank ; 
In the room of Augustus Frederick South Darenth; Sunderland, and Clay- 

Warr, esquire (Chiltern Hundreds).—‘Sir | ton ; to lie upon the Table. 

Alecvander Acland-Hood. 





SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 





UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL ee Snes 
BUSINESS. | Petition from Eccles, in favour ; to lie 


wtihioees upon the Table. 

WICK BURGH EXTENSION ORDER | —_—— 
CONFIRMATION BILL. nia: dee ete 
Considered ; to be read the third time | ‘ Se a ae ee 

to-morrow. | a 
—— | AFRICA (No. 4, 1902). 
PETITIONS. | Copy presented, of Report by the 
isin, 'Mombasa-Victoria (Uganda) Railway. 


- BURGH POLICE AND PUBLIC HEALTH Committee on the progress of the Works, 


(SCOTLAND) BILL. 1901-2 (with two Maps and a Section) 

Petition from Argyll, for alteration ; [by Command]; to lie upon the Table. 
to lie upon the Table. 

BOARD OF EDUCATION. 

Copy presented, of Rules to be ob- 
served in planning and fitting up of 
public elementary schools [by Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


Petitions for abolition of restrictions : 
from Walsall; Bristol; Ravensthorpe ; 
Codnor Park ; Teignmouth ; Coventry ; 
Grangemouth ; South Darenth; Dart- 
ford; Blaydon ; Pelton Fell; Chester le —_— 


Street; Clydebank; Sunderland; and, ae nates 
Clayton ; to lie upon the Table. QUESTIONS AND ANSIVERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


BILL. eee 
Petitions against: from Cowlinge; Temperance Legislation for Scotland. 
Ipswich ; Walsall; Woking, and Castle Mr. HARMSWORTH — (Caithness- 
morton; to lie upon the Table. shire): To ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury whether it is the intention of 
EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) the Government to introduce any 
sees temperance legislation for Scotland dur- 
Petitions for alteration: from Bristol ; ing the present session ; and whether 
Walsall ; Ravensthorpe ; Codnor Park; the Bill which the Secretary for Scot- 
Teignmouth ; Summerstown ; Dartford; land has in preparation will be brought 
Coventry ; Clydebank; Pelton Fell; in this session. 
Chester le Street; Sunderland ; Liver- 
pool, and Clayton ; to lie upon the Table. (Answered by Mr. A. J. Balfour.) As 
the hon. Member is aware, the state of 
EDUCATION ae a AND WALES) public business makes it quite impossible 
ca na to introduce any new controversial 
Petition from Widnes, in favour; to measure in the course of the autumn 
lie upon the Table. seasion. 
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939 Questions. 


India—Technical and Industrial 
Education. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): To 
ask the Secretary of State for India 
if he will state what steps have been 
taken by the Government of India 
within the last two years with a view 
to develop technical and _ industrial 
education. 

(Answered by Secretary Lord George 
Hamilton.) I have to refer the hon. 
Member to my reply to the Question 
asked by him on this subject on 24th 
July last, and to my reply to the Ques- 
tion of the hon. Member for Bethnal 
Green (N.E. Division) on 31st July 
last. 1 have not yet received from the 
Government of India their matured 
conclusions on the subject of technical 
and industrial education, but I am aware 
that the subject is being very carefully 


considered by Lord Curzon’s Govern- | 


ment. 


Motor Car Regulations. 

Mr. REGINALD LUCAS (Ports 
mouth): To ask the Secretary of State 
for the Home Department whether he 
will consider the propriety of requiring 
that every driver of a motor car in a 
public thoroughfare shall be in posses- 
sion of a certificate of efficiency granted 
by some qualified local authority. 


(4 nswered by Mr. Walter Long.) As I have 
stated in reply to previous Questions, 
I am afraid there would be much 
ditticulty in giving effect to the sug- 
gestion of my hon. friend. The whole 
subject, however, of amendment of the 
law as to motor cars is receiving my 
attention. 


Siege of Ladysmith—The ‘‘ Terrible ’ Gun 
Mountings. 

Mr. REGINALD LUCAS: To ask 
the Secretary to the Admiralty whether 
he will endeavour to provide for the 
Ladysmith gun carriages from H.M.S. 
““T rrible”’ being placed in some public 
museum if they are nct otherwise dis- 


posed of. 


(Answered by Mr. Arnold-Forster.) The 
gun-mountings which were in use on 


t See (4) Debates, exi., 1144 ; exii., 272. 
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(Juestions. 


| shore in South Africa were not returned 


to H.M.S. “Terrible,” but were appro- 
priated for military service, and it is 
understood they are still in South Africa, 
[ shall be happy, however, to make 
further inquiries as to their present 
whereabouts. 


Telegraph Service—Decrease of 
Candidates. 

Mr. SCHWANN (Manchester, N.): 
To ask the Postmaster General whether 
his attention has been called to the fact 
that there has been a decrease in the 
number of applicants for the male posi- 
tions in the telegraph service, and that 
asa consequence the educational standard 
of the service has become lowered; and 
whether he intends to suggest any 
remedy with a view towards restoring 
the service to its efficiency previous to 
1898. 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
So far as Lam aware there is no decrease 
in the number of successful male candi- 
dates for situations as sorting clerks and 
telegraphists throughovt the country 
generally, but there is a decrease in 
London and at a few provincial towns in 
the Midland district. I do not regard 
this fact as more than a passing difficulty. 
But I am considering whether it is 
desirable to make any alteration in the 
system of recruiting the service. 


Sorters and Telegraphists—Mixed Duties. 

Mr. SCHWANN: To ask the Post- 
master General, whether he is now ina 
position to state the decision of the 
Departmental Committee appointed to 
inquire into the working of the scheme 
whereby sorters and telegraphists are 
compelled to work in both branches of the 
service ; and whether he can state if the 
chief telegraph superintendents through- 
out the country expressed the opinion 
that this scheme was the chief cause of 
the admitted inefficiency of the telegraph 
service. 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
The subject is still under consideration. 
No such opinion as is suggested: in the 
latter part of the Question was expressed 
by the chief telegraph superintendents. 
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Dingwall Barrack Accommodation. 

Mr. WEIR: To ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether there is any 
probability of barracks being erected in 
the vicinity of Dingwall in the course of 
the ensuing year. 


Questions. 


(Answered by Mr, Secretary Brodrick.) 
The reply is in the negative. 


Army—Defective Teeth. 

Sir HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central): To ask the Secretary of State 
jor War if he has received any report 
from the Royal Army Medical Depart- 
ment upon the number of men invalided 
in or from South Africa upon the 
ground of defective teeth, and if it is 
in contemplation to take any steps 
towards improving the dental condition 
of the rank and file. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
The number of men invalided home 
from South Africa from the beginning 
of the war for defective teeth is 2,451. 
Ihave no information to show how 
many were invalided in South Africa. 
The subject of improving the dental 
condition of the rank and file in the 
Army is receiving careful consideration. 
Appointments of dentists were made 
during the war, and we are at present 
awaiting the results of the experimental 
measures which have been taken to 
remedy the conditions complained of. 


South Africa—Army Rations Contract 
with M‘Connachie Brothers. 

Me. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr 
Tydvil): To ask the Secretary of State 
for War whether he will state upon 
what date was the contract signed 
between the War Office and the firm of 
M‘Connachie Brothers, Limited, for the 
supply of tinned rations for the troops 
in South Africa ; whether it contained a 
fair wages clause; the number of tins 
cont'acted for; and the proportion of 
those rejected as being unfit for use. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
During the period of the war there have 
been twenty-three different contracts 
with M‘Connachie Brothers for the meat 
and vegetable rations, all of which con- 
tained the usual clause as to payment of 
current rates of wages. these 


_ : 
sone of 
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{tinned rations was condemned, but a 


proportion of the emergency rations 
was found to deteriorate after they had 
been a considerable time on hand, and 
the firm supplied further consignments. 


Lunatic Asylums Return. 

Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN (Kilkenny) * 
To ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department whether he will 
grant the Return relating to Lunatic 
Asylums, which appears on the Paper 
this day. : 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Akers 
Douglas.) I must refer the hon. Mem- 
ber to the reply given him by Sir 
Matthew Ridley on the 1st March, 1900. 
As the Return is a costly one and 
contains little information beyond that 
given in annual reports, I do not see my 
way to alter the decision of my pre- 
decessor. 


Conviction of a Metropolitani Policeman 
for Perjury. : 


Mr. MACVEAGH (Down, S8.): To 
ask the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department whether any other con- 
stable has retired or has been dismissed 
from the Metropolitan police force in 
connection with the case of the constable 
who was convicted and sentenced to five 
years penal servitude for perjury; 
whether he can state the cause of such 
retirement or dismissal; and whether 
any indemnity was promised to the said 
constable for his acts. 


(Answered by Mr. Akers- 
Douglas.) One other constable was_per- 
mitted to resign (this being equivalent to 
dismissal) for using unnecessary violence 
when assisting to convey to the police 
station the prosecutor in the case 
referred to, and for other reasons which, 
in the Commissioners’ opinion, made him 
unfit to remain in the force. No indem- 
nity was promised to him. 


Necre hary 


Alterations in the Prayer-Book. 
Mr. CHARLES M‘ARTHUR (Liver- 
pool, Exchange): To ask the Secretary 


+“ Address for Return of the Lunatic 
Asylums in the United Kingdom and [reland 
(s/c) on the Ist day of January 1902 (in con- 
tinuation of and in the same form as Parlia- 
mentary Paper, No. 434, of Session 1895).” 

t See (4) Debates xxix. ,1440, 

2M 2 
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of State for the Home Department 
whether he is aware that, in a recent 
edition of the Book of Common Prayer, 
the King’s printers have made certain 
alterations from the authorised text, and 
will he state by whose authority they 
were made. 


Questions. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Akers 
Douglas.) I understand that the points 
referred to in the Question of the hon. 
Member are the omission of the word 
“well,” in the offertory sentence ‘ for 
with such sacrifices God is well pleased,”’ 
and the omission of a comma after 
** grace,” in the sentence ‘outward and 
visible sign of an inward and spiritual 
grace given unto us,” in the Catechism. 
The following are the facts of the case. 
By the Act of Uniformity of 1662 it is 
provided that all ministers shall be 
bound to say and use the public and 
common prayer “in such order and 
form as is mentioned in the said book 
annexed and joined to the present Act.”’ 
It appears that in the ‘‘ annexed book,” 
the sentence taken from the 13th 
Chapter of the Epistle to the Hebrews 
runs ‘‘for with such sacrifices God is 
pleased.” The “ annexed book,” having 
been carefully collated in 1894 by the 
King’s printers, in consultation with the 
printers of the Universities of Oxford 
and Cambridge, the error in earlier 
editionsof the Prayer Book was corrected. 
With regard to the omission of the 
comma after the word “ grace,” in the 
passage in the Catechism, it is to be 
observed that, though the comma 
appears in the “annexed book,” the 
punctuation of that book is throughout 
of such a peculiar description that it 
would, if exactly reproduced in modern 
type, beinconvenient and confusing. As 
a matter of fact, the punctuation of 
different editions of printed Prayer Books 
has varied considerably, and in this 
particular case the printers at their 
consultation found that the practice was 
by nomeans uniform. In many editions, 
going back to early dates, the comma 
was omitted, in others it was printed. 
Having in view the great importance 
of uniformity in such a matter, the 
printers agreed that the comma should 
be omitted, so that the interpretation of 
the sentence should not be prejudiced in 
any direction, it being clear that the. 
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system of punctuation in the “annexed 
book’ is not such as to justify the 
basing of an argument on the presence 
or absence of this comma. 


(2.15.) QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


South Africa—Concentration Camps— 
Cost of Maintenance since the War. 
Mr. WEIR: I beg toask the Secretary 
of State for the Colonies if he will state 
out of what fund the concentration camps 
have been maintained since the termina- 
tion of the war. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): The cost of the con- 
centration camps has been met out of 
Army funds since the 3lst of May, as 
before ; asum of £1,200,000 was provided 
for the maintenance of the camps in 
Army Votes 1902-3. 


South African Settlement — Taxation of 
the New Colonies. 


Mr. CLAUDE HAY (Shoreditch, 
Hoxton): I beg to ask the First Lord 


of the Treasury whether he will afford 
an opportunity for the discussion of the 
general settlement in South Africa, and 
of the proposals of His Majesty's Govern- 
ment as regards the future financial 
arrangements and scheme of taxation of 
the Transvaal and Orange River Colonies : 
and whether he will shortly be prepared 
to make a general statement on this 
subject. 


THe PRIME MINISTER anp FIRST 
LORD or THE TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
Batrour, Manchester, E.): In answer 
to my hon. friend, I have to say that 
I do not think the question is at present 
ripe for such a general discussion as he 
desires, nor do | think it possible that 
it will be ripe for some time to come. 


Boer Generals at Cambridge. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Home 
Secretary a Question of which I have sent 
him private notice, viz., whether his 
attention has been called to a report in 
today’s newspapers relative to the 
attitude taken by the mob at the meeting 
addressed by the three Boer commanders 
at Cambridge last evening, and what 
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steps he proposes to take to prevent a 
repetition of such riotous and disorderly 


scenes at any future meeting of a similar | 


character. 


*THoe SECRETARY or STATE For | 


THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 


Akers Doveras, Kent, St. Augustine’s) : | 


I only received notice of the hon. 
Member’s Question a few minutes ago, 
and I have not had time to make any 
inquiries. I will do so. 


Military Offenders in Civil Prisons. 


Mr. CLAUDE HAY: I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for 
War if he will state the number 


of soldiers sentenced to punishment for 
military offences, now in local or convict 
prisons, and the number of soldiers now 
undergoing punishment in local or convict 
prisons, sentenced by the civil courts. 


*THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 
ford): The numbers of soldiers in local 
and convict prisons are as follow :— 
Sentenced by courts-martial for military 
offences 235 ; sentenced by civil courts for 
criminal offences 192 ; sentenced by courts- 
martial for criminal offences 211. 


Woolwich Arsenal Foremen’s Pensions. 

Sin FORTESCUE FLANNERY (York- 
shire, W. R., Shipley): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War if he can now 
see his way to state what arrangements 
have been made to safeguard the interests 
of the foremen in Woolwich Arsenal who 
at present belong to trade societies, and 
who will come under the new pension 
scheme, seeing that these foremen have in 
some instances accumulated as much as 
£140 benefit during a membership of 
forty years, 


*Mr. BRODRICK: The scale of pension 
offered is far more liberal than that given 
by the trade society to which the great 
majority of those concerned belong; the 
minimum which can be awarded under the 
scheme being equal to the superannua- 
tion benefit given by the society after 
forty years’ membership. No foreman 
has been asked to accept the scheme if he 
did not find it to his own interest to do 
so. I must not be understood to confirm 
my hon. friend’s figures. 
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Sir FORTESCUE FLANNERY : Was 
not the noble Lord the Member for 
Woolwich informed, in reply to a Ques- 


(Questions. 


| tlon— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! It is 
irregular to thus refer to the answer to a 
previous Question. 


Sir FORTESCUE FLANNERY: I 
will endeavour to put the Question in 
another way. Will the right hon. 
Gentleman consider on behalf of his De- 
partment whether it is not possible to 
avoid compelling these men to lose the 
benefits which they have accumulated for 
forty years ? 


*Mr. BRODRICK: My hon. friend 
proposes that they shall have both pen- 


sions ? 


Sir FORTESCUE FLANNERY : Yes, 
they have paid for them both. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: Parliament would 
hardly be prepared to give benefits for 
which no sort of arrangement was made 
when they came in, if the men are at the 
same time to claim it from another 
quarter. 


Somaliland Operations. 

Mr. HERBERT BOBERTS (Denbigh- 
shire, W.): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for War whether he will state 
what was the composition and numbers 
of the several corps under the command 
of Colonel Swayne in Somaliland and in 
other parts of East Africa, including 
transport and commissariat followers ; 
whether any of the troops of the Indian 
Government were included in these 
forces; whether he will say what is the 
composition and armament of the troops 
ordered from India to reinforce Colonel 
Swayne; and whether an assurance will 
be given that all the charges incurred in 
the transport of these forces, together 
with current rates of pay, allowances for 
foreign‘service, and debits due to pension 
accounts arising from this expedition, 
will be borne by the British Treasury. 


THE UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Lord 
CRANBORNE, Rochester) : On October 6th 
there were in Somaliland under the 
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command of Colonel Swayne 300 men 
2nd Battalion King’s African Rifles, 500 
men 6th Battalion King’s African Rifles, 
sixty Sikhs from the Sikh contingent in 
British Central Africa, and also local 
levies 1,500 strong. Besides these troops 
there were two T7-pounders and six 
9-pounder R.M.L. No troops of the 
Government of India were then in 
Somaliland. Since that date 270 men 
and four officers of the Ist Bombay 
Grenadiers, forming part of the Aden 
garrison, have already landed in Somali- 
land. The 2nd Bombay Grenadiers and 
400 men of the 23rd Bombay Rifles, 
with six additional officers and two 
maxims and one half of a field hospital, 
left Bombay on the 23rd, and no doubt 
arrived at Aden this morning. The 
second half of the field hospital is under 
orders, and is due at Aden on the 30th 
instant. Besides these a further re- 
inforeement is under orders consisting of 
100 Soudanese of the 3rd Battalion 
King’s African Rifles with’ two maxims, 
100 men of the 5th Battalion, with one 
maxim, due at Berbera November 11th, 
and 300 men of the 2nd Battalion, and 
390 men of the Ist Battalion, King’s 
African Rifles with one maxim—due 
between the end of November and middle 
of December. The total force at our 
disposal will be 4,920 men. The trans- 
port and commissariat are arranged 
locally. The Indian troops are armed 
with the Lee-Metford rifle, the 1st, 2nd, 
and 6th Battalions of the King’s 
African Rifles with the Martini-Enfield 
rifle, and the 3rd _ Battalion with the 
Martini-Henry. The expenses connected 
with these troops will be borne by the 
British Treasury. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES = (Lynn 
Regis): With reference to the orders to 
which the noble Lord has alluded, may I 
ask whether they are issued directly 
through the Foreign Office or through 
the intermediary of the Commander-in- 
Chief, and also whether, in the conduct 
of these operations, the Foreign Office 
proposes to or does consult the War 


Office. 


Lorp CRANBORNE: Yes, we do 
consult the War Office. All orders for 
troops under the Foreign Office, such as 
the King’s African Rifles, are issued by 
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the Foreign Office, and orders for the 
Indian troops are issued by the India 
Ottice. 


Canadian Postage Rates. 

Str JOHN LENG (Dundee): I beg to 
ask the Postmaster General whether 
letters and newspapers can be posted 
from Quebec and Montreal to New 
Orleans and San Francisco at consider- 
ably lower rates than to Liverpool and 
London; and whether he will arrange 
that the postage between Canada and 
the United Kingdom shall not be higher 
than between Canada and the United 
States. 


THe POSTMASTER GENERAL (Mr. 
AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN, Worcestershire, 
E.): The facts are as stated in the first 
portion of the hon. Member’s Question. 
This is owing to a special arrangement 
made between the Canadian and United 
States Administrations, over which I 
have no control, though its effects upon 
British interests are receiving my atten- 
tion. The rates between this country 
and Canada are the lowest which prevail 
between the United Kingdom and any 
other portion of His Majesty’s dominions. 


Hong Kong Cable Rates. 

Stir EDWARD SASSOON (Hythe): 
I beg to ask the Postmaster General 
whether he is aware that cable rates 
from Hong Kong to England via the 
Great Northern line are _ practically 
double those charged from Hong Kong 
to Russia; and whether he will remon- 
strate with the company, which enjoys 
a monopoly of landing rights on British 
territory, with the view of bringing about 
an abrogation of this discrimination 
between British and Russian merchants 
and bankers. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I 
am aware of the difference in charge to 
which my hon. friend calls attention. 
It is in accordance with a well-established 
principle of the Telegraph Convention 
that adjoining counties like Russia and 
Cina or China and British India may 
make arrangements between themselves 
for lower rates than those which are 
generally applicable; and Hong Kong, 
as forming geographically part of China, 
has been brought within the terms of 
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the special agreements regulating tele- 
graphic rates -between China and Russia 
on the one hand, and China and British 
India on the other. These and other 
charges have been under the considera- 
tion of the Colonial Office and Post Office, 
and I hope that it may be possible to 
reduce the rate between this country 
and Hong Kong. I ought to add that 
the Great Northern Company does not 
possess a monopoly of landing rights in 
any British territory. 


Edward the Confessor’s Chapel in 
Westminster Abbey, 

Mr. PAULTON (Durham, Bishop 
Auckland): I beg to ask the Secretary 
to the Treasury whether the crucifix 
placed over the altar in Edward the 
Confessor’s Chapel in Westminster Abbey 
during the preparations for the recent 
Coronation was put up with the know- 
ledge and under the directions of the 
Ottice of Works, and, if so, from’ whom 
was it received ; was it afterwards taken 
down by the Department and left at the 
disposal of the Dean and Chapter ; if not, 
what was done with the crucifix, and by 
whose authority was it again erected in 
the Chapel, together with figures of the 
Virgin Mary and St. Joseph, for a festival 
on the 13th instant. 


Mr. AILWYN FELLOWES (Hunts, 
Ramsey): The seulptured group repre- 
senting the Crucifixion with St. Mary and 
St. John was neither put up by nor under 
the directions of the Office of Works. It 
was not taken down nor re-erected in its 
present position by the Department. 
Presumably this was done under the 
directions of the Dean and Chapter. 


Continuation Classes in Scotland. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate whether he is yet in a position 
to say how much of the £9,000 which 
has been granted by Parliament this year 
for continuation classes in Scotland will 
be expended in the Highland crofting 
counties ; and will he state the number 
of continuation classes in each of the six 
crofting counties. 


*THE LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
GrauaM Murray, Buteshire): All the 
claims in respect of continuation classes 
in the counties referred to have not yet 
been received, and corrections may be 
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necessary in the case of those now being 
dealt with. It is not therefore possible 
to give the exact amount of grant payable. 
Detailed information as to the number of 
continuation classes in each county will 
be found in Form A 48, which can be 
procured at the King’s printers. 


Steamship > for the Island of 

ewis. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate, in view of the fact that a 
subsidy of £500 has again been granted 
by the Congested Districts Board (Lreland) 
to the Clyde Shipping Company for 
running a steamer from Cork to the 
south-western seaboard of Ireland, will 
the Congested Districts Board for Scot- 
land consider the expediency of granting 
a similar subsidy with a view to facilitate 
the transit of fish from the Island of 
Lewis and the fishery districts on the 
western mainland north of Kyle of 


Lochalsh. 


*Mr. A.GRAHAM MURRAY: The 
Board are not prepared to grant a subsidy 
for the purpose suggested ; they do not 
consider that any information now in 
their possession would warrant such an 
outlay on their part. 


Convict Muldowney. 

Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he has 
received a memorial from Mr. John 
M’Donald, of Dromod, and Mr. Michael 
Mahon, Dromod, praying for the release 
of Michael Muldowney, who was convicted 
for complicity in the Craughwell case 
with Patrick Finnegan (since released) at 
Sligo eighteen years ago; and will he 
state when he will be prepared to release 
this man. 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror 
IRELAND (Mr. WynpHaAm, Dover): 
The memorial has been received. The 
prerogative of mercy is vested in the 
Lord Lieutenant. I took occasion to 
bring this case under his notice, and have 
no reason to believe that there will be 
any considerable difference in the total 
period of imprisonment undergone by the 
two men referred to. 


Extra Police at Boyle and Castlerea. 
Mr. TULLY: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
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lreland whether he can state the number 
of extra police employed during the last 
twelve months in the unions of Boyle and 
Castlerea respectively, and the cost of 
these extra policemen; where it is 
proposed to be charged; and when will 
the service of this extra force be 
dispensed with in these unions. 


Education 


Mr. WYNDHAM: No extra force 
has been stationed in the Boyle Union 
during the period mentioned. Eighteen 
men of the extra force are chargeable to 
the district in the neighbourhood of 
Frenchpark, in the Castlerea Unions in 
respect of the period to September last. 
This extra force has since been augmented 
by nineteen men. The charge for the 
eighteen men will be at the rate of £620 
per annum. The nineteen additional 
men will entail a further cost at the rate 
of £654 per annum. The extra forces 
will be dispensed with when the services 
of the men are no longer required. 


Mr. TULLY: Has that period not 


now arisen ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I am not in a 
position to say that their services can be 
dispensed with as yet. 

EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 


2 
, aka 


Considered in the Committee. 
(In the Committee. ) 


'Mr. J. W. Lowruer (Cumberland, 
Penrith) i in the Chair. | 


Clause 8 :— 


(2.30.) Mr. ALFRED HUTTON 
(Yorkshire, W. R., Morley) said there was 
1othing in the Bill which transferred the 
right (enjoyed under trust deeds in some 
cases by the incumbent) to appoint the 
teacher to the managers. Ought not some 
such provision to be included in the Bill ? 


* THE CHAIRMAN: There is no 


Amendment on the Paper of that 
character. 
Mr. ALFRED HUTTON said he 


would move to insert the words “ by the 
managers” after “teachers.” It was 
assumed by the Bill that the appointment 
was to be in the hands of the managers, 
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but, as he had pointed out, there were 
cases in which the trust deeds gave the 
clergymen the power of appointment, and 
there was nothing in the Bill which would 
deprive him of it. The object of the 
Amendment was to make absolutely clear 
that the appointment of the teacher was 
in the hands of the managers. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 3, line 15, after the word ‘ teachers’ 
insert the words ‘ by the managers. 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Smk WILLIAM HARCOURT (Mon- 
mouthshire, W.) hoped the First Lord 
would see the necessity for this Amend- 
ment. At present the appointment of the 
teachers was given inferentially and not 
definitely to the managers set up by the 
Bill. The First Lord had said that the 
managers created by the Bill would have 
all the powers that belonged to existing 
managers, but under some existing trust 
deeds the parson alone might have the 
appointment of the teachers. This was 
the most material point in the whole Bill ; 
they ought to have some explanation from 
the Government as to how the appoint- 
ment of the teacher was to be made, and 
what bodies were to be consulted in regard 
to it. Was the education authority, in 
point of fact, to have any real voice in the 
appointment of teachers ? 


THE PRIME MINISTER anp FIRST 
LORD or THE TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
BaALrour, Manchester, E.) said the right 
hon. Gentleman had _ asked _ several 
questions of which he was perfectly con- 
vinced he knew the answers. There had 
never been any doubt or secrecy on the 
part of the Government, as to what their 
policy was on this matter. The appoint- 
ment of the teachers would lie with the 
managers, and with the managers as a 
whole, acting in their corporate capacity, 
and, therefor e, there could be no difference 
of opinion between the Government and 
the mover of the Amendment on that 
point. But whether it was necessary to 
make the Clause clearer he was extremely 
doubtful, and he was of opinion that it 
would not be improved if the Government 
accepted the Amendment. 


Str WILLIAM HARCOURT replied 
that general declarations of policy were 
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not set out in the Bill. Where were the 
words in the Bill which declared that the 
appointment would lie with the managers ? 
He ventured to assert that too much was 
left to assumption. 


Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 8.) said that 
personally he did not much care whether 
the words of the Amendment were put in 
or not, but the matter was dark, and all 
the darker because there were now two 
sets of existing managers—managers 
under the School Boards, who had no 
right of appointment, and managers of 
denominational schools, who had that 
right. He would have thought that if 
ever there was a point on which a Bill 
should be explicit it was this. 


Mr. YOXALL (Nottingham, W.) said 
the effect of the Amendment would be 
absolutely fatal in a large number of 
cases to the object which his hon. friend 
had in view. There were many parishes 
in which the sole manager of the school 
was the incumbent of the parish, and the 
addition of the words proposed would 
involve a serious limitation. He hoped 
the Amendment would not be pressed. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon 
Boroughs) said he was not clear that 
the words carried out the intentions of 
his hon. friend, but at the same time it 
was very desirable that it should be 
made clear that the appointment was 
made by the whole body of managers 
and not by one man alone. There were 
certain trust deeds where the incumbent 
or the proprietor of the school had the 
sole power of appointing the teachers. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: If there are 
trust deeds such as the hor. Member 
speaks of—and it is possible that there 
may be-—then I think there is a case 
for inserting words to make the point 
clear. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said it was 
evidently the intention of the right 
hon. Gentleman that the whole body of 
managers should have a voice in all 
cases. As he was willing to introduce 
words to make it perfectly clear, he would 
suggest to his hon. friend to withdraw 
the Amendment. 


Mr. HUMPHREYS-OWENS (Mont- 
gomeryshire) thought it would be well to 
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lay down the principle that powers which 
were not to be exercised by the managers 
should be exercised by the local educa- 
tion authority. Would it not be better 
to say that the authority should have the 
whole control of the school except so far 
as concerned certain definite matters 
which were reserved to the managers ! 


Mr. ALFRED HUTTON said that after 
the assurance of the Leader of the House 
that this point would be made perfectly 
clear he would ask leave to withdraw his 
Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. LEVY (Leicestershire, Lough- 
borough) moved an Amendment cancelling 
that part of the sub-Section which pro- 
vides that consent shall not be withheld 
except on educational grounds. His 
object, he said, was to remove what he 
regarded as an undue limitation of the 
power of the education authority. 


Amendment proposed— 

“In page 3, line 15, to leave out from the 
word ‘teachers, to the end of line 16.°--(.Wr. 
Levy.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words 
‘but that consent shall not be’ stand part 
of the Clause.” 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR opposed the 
Amendment. The Committee had, by 
implication, if not directly, decided that 
the education authority should neither 
have the duty nor the right to mix itself 
up in denominational matters. He 
thought the sub-Section as it stood accur- 
ately expressed the intention of the 
Government. 


Mr. LEVY said it was possible to con- 
ceive grounds other than denomina- 
tional grounds on which it might be 
desirable to withhold consent to an 
appointment. A teacher might go to 
school intoxicated. In so flagrant a case 
he did not suppose any difficulty would 
arise ; but there might be other features 
of a man’s conduct which made his 
appointment undesirable. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he was of 
opinion that a case such as the hon. Mem- 
ber had referred to would come within 
the phrase “educational grounds.”” He 
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could not conceive anything more detri- 
mental to education than that a teacher 
should go to school intoxicated. 


Str WILLIAM HARCOURT said this 
point raised the question as to whether 
secular instruction included everything 
which was not religion. He suggested 
that the authority should be empowered 
to object to an appointment on all 
grounds which were not of a religious 
character. It would be much better to 
put it in that form. 


Sir JOSEPH LEESE (Lancashire, 
Accrington) inquired if the term “ edu- 
cational grounds” was not interpreted 
by sub-Section 2 of Clause 8, which gave 
power to the Board of Education to 
decide on disputes arising between the 
local education authority and the 
managers as to what was secular and 
what religious education. Would not 
“education grounds” mean 
instruction ! 


Mr. BRYCE said the right hon. 
Gentleman seemed to think that the 
division hetween religious and educa- 
tional grounds was clear and exhausted. 
They could not agree with him, as there 
were many matters which might lie 
between. It would be a simple and 
logical proceeding to make one definite 
and make the other cover everything 
else. The adoption of words providing 
that everything which was not religious 
was a matter for the consent of the 
local authority would put an end to all 
doubt. 


Sirk HENRY FOWLER  (Wolver- 
hampton, E.) asked why the Committee 
should not exclude from the considera- 
tion of the local education authority all 
grounds connected with the giving of 
religious instruction in the schools. 


THE ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir 
Rovert Fintay, Inverness Burghs) said 
the words “educational grounds” had 
already been introduced into Clause (1), 
and contended that it would be incon- 
venient to vary them in the present 
place. As to the suggestion of the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
South Aberdeen that they should map 
out the whole field of what was religious 

Mr. A, pi Balfour. 
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and what was not, there might be ques- 
tions which affected both the religious 
and the secular side. He took it that 
habitual drunkenness would affect a 
man’s qualification to impart either 
secular or religious knowledge. The 
same might be said with regard to the 
case of a violent-tempered man. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS (Glamorgan- 
shire, Mid): Are the Government satistied 
that the words carry out their intention ? 
Would “educational grounds” cover 
moral instruction? 


Sirk ROBERT FINLAY said the con- 
text clearly showed what the term meant. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dundee) 
said it seemed to him it would be necessary 
by-and-bye to have a very considerable 
extension of the definition Clause in order 
to provide the definitions of the many 
phrases which were used in the Bill as if 
they were precise technical terms, where- 
as they had no technical meaning at all. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS said there was a 
good deal in the argument'of the Attorney 
General, but still he considered the phrase 
“educational grounds” a very bad one 
indeed, and he feared it would land them 
into all kinds of difficulties. Suppose a 
master wasappointed by the managers, and 
the education authority were asked for 
their consent. Would the latter body 
be able to do anything more than ask the 
man for his qualifications? He might 
have a first-class certificate, but on many 
other grounds be entirely unfitted, for that 
special locality, to be entrusted with the 
educational instruction. But if these words 
were put in he was not at all sure that 
the education authority would be able to 
go outside the teacher's efficiency, from 
the point of view of scholarship alone. 
He very much doubted whether, for 
example, in the words “educational 
grounds” they could put any meaning re- 
lating to moral grounds. He did not 
think they should adhere to this form of 
words, and in the case in which they 
were already appointed in the Bill they 
could be changed on the Report stage. 
They provided here that the authority 
was not to interfere if the grounds 
were connected with religious instruction 
in the school. Those were the words of 
the Government themselves, and he 
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thought the proper course would be to 
put- in the same sort of qualification 
with reference to the dismissal of teachers, 
and confine the rights and jurisdiction 
of the managers to matters pertaining 
directly to the religious instruction of 
the school. He thought the Committee 
would do well to apply these words to 
this part of the Bill as well. 


(3.0) Sm ROBERT FINLAY said the 
suggestion of his hon. friend would have 
careful consideration when another stage 
of the Bill was reached. He suggested 
that doubts should not now be raised as 
to sub-Section (v.) He agreed that the 
points which had been raised deserved 
careful consideration. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower Ham- 
lets, Poplar) pointed out that sub-Section 
(«) applied to a totally different state of 
affairs. It seemed to him to be im- 
portant that they should have the same 
words in regard to the appointment as 
they had with reference to the dismissal 
of the teachers. 


Mr JOHN ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, 
Rushcliffe) said he was not quite sure 
whether the Prime Minister and the 
Attorney General were present up- 
stairs when the Clergy Discipline 
Bill was considered, but in that case 
they found it difficult to apply the 
same words to morals and misconduct. 
In the light of that Bill it would require 
the utmost care under this Bill, to bring 
within the purview of the local authority 
persons whose morals might not be all 
that could be desired. He hoped they 
would have some words introduced 
specifically pointing out what the grounds 
were upon which the local authority 
might withhold their consent. 


Mr. BRYCE said that he should sup- 
port the Amendment of his hon. friend, 
on the ground that there ought to be an 
absolute right of appeal to the local author- 
ity. He did not think that that inter- 
fered with the power of the managers to 
deal with the religious instruction. The 
managers might make that a pretext for 
dismissal, but it would give security to a 
teacher to know that he had got a right 
of appeal, and that any action on the 
part of the local managers would have to 
go before another tribunal. It was right 
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that such an appeal should exist. They 
must take it that the managers would be 
the judges of what was religious instruc- 
tion, but even in those cases there ought 
to be an appeal to the local education 
authority, who ought to decide whether 
the teacher should to be dismissed. If his 
hon. friend divided the Committee he 
should support him. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he under- 
stood the Committee were quite content 
with the assurance the Government had 
given. They agreed that this paragraph 
should be brought into harmony with the 
earlier paragraph, and the Government 
were ready to consider whether the 
earlier words ought not to be amended 
somewhat in the direction suggested, 
though perhaps not exactly in that direc- 


tion. This was, after all, a question of 
drafting. After the long discussions 


which had taken place previously upon 
this point, the right hon. Gentleman 
opposite now suggested that this question 
should be dragged in again. Suppose a 
teacher were dismissed from a Roman 
Catholic school ? 


Mr. BRYCE said he was _ really 
arguing from the analogy of dismissal. 
They were rather dealing with the 
question of consent to an appointment. 
In all cases the managers ought to 
lay before the local education authority 
the grounds upon which they proposed to 
appoint the teachers. Although the 
teacher’s fitness to give religious instruc- 
tion was within their cognisance, never 
theless the whole matter ought to be 
submitted to the local education 
authority. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said that object 
was not carried out by the words of the 
Amendment. The suggestion was that 
these words should be omitted. He 
thought the Committee understood that 
the local education authority was not to 
be mixed up with a question of this 
kind. How could they ask a Protestant 
authority to decide whether a person 
was qualified to teach Roman Catholic 
doctrine? The thing was preposterous. 
He could not think that that was what 
the right hon. Gentleman meant. 


Mr. BRYCE said they must assume 
that the education authority would have 
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the common sense to see that, if the 
managers thought he was the best per- 
son to teach, they, the local authority, 
ought to recognise that fact. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said that the | 
right hon. Gentleman admitted that a 
local authority of common sense would 
accept the opinion of the denominational 
managers, and in that case this Amend- | 
ment was unnecessary. There might be | 
one authority that had not got common- 
sense, and in that case there might 
be a Protestant authority discussing 
whether a 
was qualified to teach Roman Catholic | 
doctrine. Surely they would be stulti- 
fying themselves by such a proposal. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said the 
Prime Minister very astutely fastened 
his examples on to the Roman Catholics, 
bit this Bill was more for schools 
nominally Anglican, but really Noncon- 
formist as far as the children were con- 
cerned. Supposing there were three 
candidates, each of them communi- 
cants in the Anglican Church, and sup- 
pose one was better than the others as a 


lay reader, choirmaster, or organist. 
Suppose the man _ best qualified for 
secular instruction had _ neither of 
these extraneous qualifications, he 
would be put on one side and _ the 


other candidate would be selected because 
he was a better organist. Would the 
county authority be entitled to say the 
managers had not selected the best man, 
and could they withhold their consent to 
such an appointment on that account ? If 
not, he did not see where “ educational 
grounds” came in. The managers would 
say that those were religious grounds, but 
they were not if they were purely educa- 
tional grounds. Would the case he had 
mentioned be regarded as religious or 
upon educational grounds ? 


Mr. HERBERT LEWIS = (Flint 
Boroughs) asked would the educational 
authority be entitled to call for the 
testimonials showing fitness of applicants 
upon educational grounds. 


(3.15.) Str WILLIAM HARCOURT 
said it seemed to him that there were 
two authorities, one to look after nothing 
but religion and the other after nothing 
but secular instruction. The Committee 


Vr. Bryce. 
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| there must be something that would 
|make the proposal work. The proposal 
| was to have two parties to the carrying 
out of the appointment of a teacher, 
One was the appointing body and the 
other the consenting body. Would one 
consenting manager representing the 
local authority have the right to propose 
the appointment of a teacher, or would 
‘the Government confine the proposal to 
the appointment solely to those dogmatic 
four who were the guardians of the 
dogmatic teaching ? 


Roman Catholic teacher | 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said they would 
all act together. 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT said he 
knew they were all sitting together, but 
they were people with totally different 
functions. He wanted to know what 
part the body whose consent was to be 
necessary were to take in the matter. 
Were they to have the right of proposing 
candidates before the appointment was 
made or not # 


Sir JOHN GORST (Cambridge Uni- 
versity) said he was sure the right hon. 
Gentleman was capable of understanding 
the point if he gave his mind to it. The 
thing appeared to be perfectly workable. 
The six managers would meet and appoint 
the teacher. Any one of their number 
could make a suggestion to his colleagues. 
When they came to the conclusion to 
appoint Mr. A, that name would be sent 
to the clerk of the County Council on 
approbation, and in ninety-nine cases 
out of a hundred the County Council 
would probably confirm the appointment 
of Mr. A, and there would be no further 
trouble. When Mr. A’s name was sub- 
mitted to the County Council as the local 
education authority by the managers in 
their corporate capacity, the County 
Council would take such steps as they 
thought proper to satisfy themselves as 
to his fitness for appointment as teacher. 
They could send for the testimonials if 
they liked before giving their consent, 
but they would probably only do so if they 
thought there was ground tor supposing 
that there wassome unfair conduct on the 
part of the managers. Jf they thought 
proper they could even see Mr. A before 
confirming the appointment. An hon. 
Gentleman had asked whether they 
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would see the other candidates. No, 
that was not their business. [OPPOSITION 
cheers.] That cheer was really a very 
foolish one. They would not see the 
candidates, becausethe Com mittee decided 
yesterday, that the managers were to be 
the appointing body. Therefore, there 
was no use cheering. The local educa- 
tion authority was not to make the 
appointment, but to confirm it. The 
County Council being business men, and 
not anxious to misunderstand the Act, 
would take businesslike and sensible 
steps to ensure that the person appointed 
was a proper person to execute the 
function thrown upon him by the Bill. 
The whole proceeding was as simple, 
businesslike, and straightforward as it 
was possible to make it. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON | said 
the right hon. Gentleman who had 
just sat down had made a perfectly 
conclusive speech. The state of things 
which he had indicated was precisely that 
which his hon. friend sought to bring 
about by the Amendment, namely, that 
the loeal authority should have the power 
ot absolute veto of the appointment. It 
was said that the local authority was not 
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selected the best man and _ therefore 
we withhold our consent to the appoint- 
ment of A” ? 


Mr. HERBERT LEWIS asked whether 
the local education authority was to 
have the power of testing the educational 
merits of more than one candidate in 
order that the best man belonging to the 
denomination should be headmaster of 
the school, from the educational point of 
view. 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY said he should 
have thought this question an extremely 
simple one. The local education authority 
would deal with this state of facts. There 
were two candidates, one of whom was 
distinctly superior in regard to secu'ar- 
education, and the interior one was 
selected for some extraneous reason— 
because he could play the organ, 
or for some of the other reasons 
referred to by the right hon. Gentle. 
man the Member for Stirling Burghs. 
He did not, of course, for a moment mean 
to say that the man who was best merely 
as a secular teacher was always to be 
selected, because in choosing a man they 





tobe hampered in any way whatever, 
but it was hampered by the words of 
the Bill as it now stood. What they 
had to do was to consent ; consent im- 
plied choice; and choice ought to be 
accompanied by the means of judging of 
the candidates. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORG Esaid they would 
not divide until they got this thing 
cleared up. The right hon. Gentleman 
called this a businesslike arrangement. 
It was a businesslike arrangement in 
which the one body paid and had all 
the responsibility of the business, and 
another body selected the staff. He 
would hardly call that a business-like 
arrangement. The right hon. Gentle- 
man, with great ingenuity, had evaded 
the whole point. It was not a question 
of candidate A. Supposing that A, B, 
and © were candidates, that A was 
suitable, that B was better than A, and 
that C was better than either, and that 
the managers, for reasons connected with 
the Church, selected candidate A, had 
the County Council the right to go 
behind that and say ‘You have not 


must have some regard to his qualifica- 
| tion to teach in a denominational school. 
‘They must have regard to the two 
elements. [Opposition cheers.] He really 
|did not know what right hou. and hon. 
| Gentlemen meant. What the Govern- 
ment proposed was this. Suppose there 
were two candidates for a Roman Catholic 
school. [An Hon. Member: Why a 
toman Catholic school?| They should 
endeavour to realise the fact that there 
were Roman Catholics. Suppose they 
were dealing with a Roman Catholic 
| school, and that there were two candidates 
for a teachership, one a Roman Catholic 
and a fairly good teacher, and the other 
a pronounced Agnostic. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: 
the point I put. 


That is not 
Sir. ROBERT FINLAY: T beg the 
hon. Gentleman's pardon. It is the point. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE : 
the point. 


I say it is not 


Str ROBERT FINLAY: [beg the hon. 
Gentleman’s pardon. It is the point. 
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Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said the hon. 


and learned Gentleman had not stated 
the point he put. If one of the candi- 
dates was an Agnostic that, of course, 
was a religious ground, and he took it 
that the local authority would have no 
right to deal with the matter. Suppose 
that in the case of a Roman Catholic 
school there were two candidates—both 
Catholies—and one was more helpful for 
the Sunday school or the organ than the 
other, who was the better man from the 
secular instruction point of view, and the 
man who was suitable for the organ was 
selected, would the county authority have 
power to refuse consent to the appoint- 
ment of that man 2 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY said he should 
say that it was on educational grounds, the 
denominational qualifications being equal, 
if they selected the inferior man for some 
extraneous reason, 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON said the 
Attorney-General had not yet answered 
the question put to him. They wanted 
to know what power the local educa- 
tion authority would have in the way 
of withholding consent to an appointment 
made by the managers. 


Mr. M‘KENNA (Monmouthshire, N.) 
said that the Attorney General was 
entirely mistaken. He gladly admitted 
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that if the Bill meant what the right hon’ 
and learned Gentleman said it meant, the 
Committee had obtained a most valuable 
improvement. But the Bill did not con. 
tain what the Attorney-General said it 
meant. He put it to the Attorney. 
General whether the right hon. Gentle. 
man would insert in the Bill a specific 
Clause which would give the local autho- 
rity power to send for the names of the 
other candidates than that selected by 
the managers? Unless the right hon. 
Gentleman did that, the local authority 
would not be able to judge as to which 
was the best candidate. The Attorney- 
General said that if the candidate selected 
was ‘‘distinctly better’? the election 
would fall on educational grounds, but 
if the selection was only “ better” (not 
‘distinetly better”) the selection would 
not fall on educational grounds. He, 
and those on that side of the Committee, 
insisted on a clearer explanation. [Cries 
of ‘Divide’ from the Ministerial 
Benches.]_ This was a Committee of 
the House of Commons in which they 
were discussing a Bill which not only 
affected hon. Members opposite, but the 
whole people of the country. 


(3.33) Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 193; 


Noes, 102, (Division List No. 427.) 
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Plummer, Walter R. Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp | Wylie, Alexander 
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Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward | | Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

tankin, Sir James TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Rattigan, Sir William Henry Sir Alexander Acland- 


Richards, Henry Charles Hood and Mr. Anstruther. 


tidley, Hn .M.W. (Stalybridge 


NOES. 


Grey, Rt. Hon. Sir E. (Berwick) 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Harcourt,Rt. Hon. Sir William 
Harwood, George 

Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hayter,Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon.CharlesH. 
Hobhouse, C. E.H. (Bristol, FE.) 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, William (Carnarv’nshire 
Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kinloch, SirJ ohnGeorgeSmyth 
Kitson, Sir James 
Labouchere, Henry 

Langley, Batty 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese,Sir JosephF.(Accringtou 
Leng, Sir John 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Logan, John William 

Lough, Thomas 

Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
M‘kKenna, Reginald 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Mellor, Rt. Hon. John William 
Morgan,J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 


Morley, Charles /(Breconshire) 
Newnes, Sir George 
Norton, Capt, Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Palmer,SirCharlesM. (Durham 
Partington, Oswald 
Paulton, James Mellor 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Rea, Russell 
Rigg, Richard 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Roe, my? Thomas 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Runciman, Walter 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Statford) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 
Spencer, RtHnC.R. (Northants 
Stevenson, Francis S. 
Strac hey, Sir Edward 

Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Thomas,Sir A.(Glamorgan,E.) 
Thomas, David Alfred(Merth’r 
Thomas, F. Freeman-(Hastings 
Thomas,J A(Glamorgan,Gower 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R.) 
Tomkinson, James 
Toulmin, George 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
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Wallace, Robert 


Weir, James Galloway 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 


*Toe CHAIRMAN called upon Mr. 
A. J. Balfour to move the Amendment 
standing on the Paper in his name. 


Mr M’KENNA asked whether the 
Amendment which he had handed in at 
the Table should not come first. 


*THue CHAIRMAN: The Member in 
charge of the Bill always takes precedence. 


(3.45) Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said that 
in moving his Amendment it would be 
quite unnecessary for him to add any- 
thing to what he had said yesterday. 
He had explained to the Committee the 
proposal of the Government, which he 
had every reason to hope was approved 
on both sides of the House; and he 
almost ventured to indulge in the expec- 
tation that without very lengthened 
debate it might be added to the Bill. 


Amendment proposed— 

“In page 3, line 16, at the end, to insert 
the words ‘and the consent of the authority 
shall also be required to the dismissal of a 
teacher unless the dismissal be on grounds 
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Williams,Osmond (Merioneth) 

Warner, Thomas CourtenayT. | Wilson, Fred. W.(Norfolk,Mid 

| Woodhouse,Sir J T(Huddersfd 
Yoxall, James Henry 
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TELLERS FOR THE NoOEs— 
Mr. Levy and Mr. Alfred 
Hutton 





‘the consent of the local authority was 


connected with the giving of religious in- , 
struction in the school.’ ”—(Mr. A. J. Balfour.) 


Question proposed, ‘“‘ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS said he wished 
to move an Amendment to the Amend- 
ment, the effect of which would be 
readily understood. He gathered from 
the Attorney-General that the words 
of his Amendment expressed the idea 
of the Government; and he ventured 
to think that they were much better 


than the words proposed by the Prime | 


Minister. He made bold to say that 
because they were the right hon. 
Gentleman’s own words. They had 


discussed the question of the appoint- 
ment of teachers; and now they were 
considering the question of dismissal. 
They had provided that the appoint- 
ment would not be complete until the 
consent of the local authority was 
given; and he maintained that the 
dismissal should not be complete until 


also obtained. The Amendment of the 
Prime Minister would not make that 
consent Necessary in every Case, as it 
proposed that consent should not be 
withheld if the dismissal were on 
grounds connected with the giving of 
religious instruction in the school. In 
practice the proposal of the right hon. 
Gentleman would work as follows. Fo: 
some reason or other a teacher incurred 
the disapproval of the managers, and 
was dismissed by them. No _ other 
condition was necessary up to that 
point. Then the teacher might go to 
the education authority and say he 
was dismissed on grounds other than 
grounds connected with the giving of 
religious instruction in tne school, and 
ask that he should be reinstated. He 
thought that the Committee would 
agree that the right way to proceed 
was to require the consent of the local 
authority before the act of dismissal 
became a complete act. That was done 
with reference to the question of appoint- 
ment, and it ought to be done also with 
regard to dismissal. 


Amendment proposed to the proposed 
Amendment— 

‘© To leave out all the words after the word 
‘teacher, and insert the words ‘but such 
consent shall not be withheld if the dismissal 
be on grounds connected with the giving of 
religious instruction in the school.” —(J/r. 
Samuel Evans.) 


Question proposed, ‘ That the words 
‘unless the dismissal be on grounds’ 
stand part of the proposed Amendment.” 


Sik ROBERT FINLAY said that, to 
a certain extent, he agreed with the 
hon. and learned Gentleman; but he 
preferred the Amendment of his right hon. 
friend. According to the plan proposed 
by the hon. and learned Gentleman, if the 
managers proposed to dismiss a teacher 
on grounds connected with religious 
teaching they would have to lay the 
matter before the local education 
authority and say, “ You are bound to 
give your consent because the dismissal 
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is based on grounds relating to religious 
teaching.” That would involve con- 
siderable delay, and he thought it was 
a very reasonable proposal that if the 
managers believed that the retention of 
a particular teacher was incompatible 
with the religious character of the 
school, they should be at liberty to dis- 
him. Of course, if the teacher 
showed that he was dismissed on 
grounds other than grounds connected 
with religious teaching, then the dis- 
missal would be invalid without the 
consent of the local authority, and the 
post could not be filled up in the mean- 
time, as the consent of the local authority 
would be required to the new appoint- 
ment. The form of words proposed by 
the First Lord of the Treasury was con- 
venient in itself and just to the interests 
of all concerned. 


miss 


Mr. BRYCE said he was very much 
surprised at the remarks which had just 
fallen from the Attorney-General, be- 
cause they were absolutely inconsistent 
with the argument he addressed to the 
Committee on the last Amendment. 
Then he resisted a proposal to sub- 
stitute words because he said that they 
would not be quite consistent with words 
in sub-Section (“). Now his hon. and 
learned friend proposed words which 
exactly followed words in the earlier 
part of the Clause and were parallel to 
them, and yet the Attorney-General 
refused to accept them. 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY said that the 
two cases were different. One dealt 


with the appointment where the con- 
sent of the local authority was necessary, 
the other with the dismissal where that 
consent was not necessary. 


Mr. BRYCE said that in both cases 
the words proposed by his hon. and 
learned friend would avoid a great deal 
of trouble and reference to the Educa- 
tion Department. Surely, it would 
work a great deal better in practice if 
the dismissal were not to take effect 
until the consent of the local authority 
had been obtained, rather than that it 
should take effect and be liable to 
be over-ruled afterwards by the local 
authority. In the latter case the teacher 
would be for a certain period under 


VOL. CXIII. [FourruH SEries.] 


{28 OcToBeR 1902} 


Bill. 970 


sentence of dismissal, although not 
actually dismissed. Surely, it would be 
more businesslike and more compatible 
with similar cases that the managers 
should send their statement at once to 
the local education authority, and have 
the matter decided once and for all. 
He greatly preferred the Amendment of 
his hon. and learned friend, and was very 
much surprised that the Government 
had not accepted it. 


Mr. YOXALL said that no doubt 
many hon. Members were in favour 
of some form of appeal by teachers 


against capricious or unjustifiable dis- 
missal, but he supposed that in the last 
resort they felt that an appeal to the 
Board of Education did exist under sub- 
Section 2. As to the particular question 
before the Committee, he would point 
out that the local authority would be a 
court of appeal in every case of dismissal, 
except cases where the dismissal was on 
grounds connected with the giving of 
religious instruction in the schools. 
‘These cases would be of three kinds, and 
three kinds only—firstly, a change of 
faith on the part of the teacher, making 
it impossible for him to continue to give 
the denominational instruction required 
in a particular school ; secondly, a failure, 
not by reason of a change of faith, to 
give in the school religious instruction 
in a proper way; and, thirdly, a course 
of lite inconsistent with the giving of 
denominational instruction or any other 
form of instruction. In each of these 
cases he did not think that the teacher 
would wish to appear before the 
local education authority, as each 
would constitute an obvious justifica- 
tion for his leaving the school. He 
should regard with some apprehen- 
sion, therefore, the reporting of every 
case beforehand to the local authority, 
which his hon. and learned friend’s Amend- 
ment would require. He would much 
rather leave it to the local authority to 
decideany case wherean appeal was lodged 
by the teacher or by a minority of the 
managers. He submitted that every 
practical purpose would be served by the 
Amendment of the right hon. Gentle- 
man, because it had been held that the 
legal notice to which a head teacher was 
entitled was three months, unless he had 
contracted himself out of that right by a 
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special agreement. That would give a| Minister as to certain denominational 
full opportunity for appealing before the | schools which had heen leased to a School 
dismissal was finally given effect to. For | Board at a nominal rate, and the right 
that and other reasons, or the full | hon. Gentleman had told him that those 
knowledge of the details of that special | leases under Clauses 9 and 10 could he 
question, he trusted the Amendment of | determined, and the schools turned back 
the First Lord of the Treasury would be | again into denominational schools. He 
accepted. , | wanted to know whether, if the leases 
| were determined, the benefits of this 
éariceiieiiiaiiadiih ites: teas — ; | Clause would apply to the teachers now 
Mr. COURTENAY WARNER (Staf- | employed in Pin schools, and whether, 


fordshire, Lichfield) said he was very | when the schools Were tarned inte voles. 


voulnyg to gee the gry ot his | tary schools, the teachers would remain 
ion. friend who ha just spoken. l'on, and only be dismissed on educational 


Only that morning he had received | 
letters from teachers complaining of | 
the insecurity of the tenure of their | 
office. 
that the matter should be decided 
before the teacher was dismissed. It 
was true that notice would have to be 
given, but he was not quite sure that it 
would be long enough to cover the 
period that 
meeting ot the local authority. 
be better if the case of dismissal were 
decided by the local authority without 
putting the teacher or anyone else to the 
trouble and inconvenience of making a 
formal appeal. He did not see why the 
teacher should be dismissed before the 
matter was finally decided. 


Mr. FREDERICK WILSON (Norfolk, | 


Mid) asked if the Amendment would 
include Sunday school work. 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY said he did not 
think that that would be included. 


Mr. SOARES (Devonshire, Barnstaple) 
said he had put a question to the Prime 


The point under discussion was | 


grounds. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said a voluntar) 
school under this Bill would be the same 
as a voluntary school under the present 
Act, and the teachers in the voluntary 
|schools would be in the same position 
| when this Bill passed as they were, unde 
| the present Act. 


might elapse before the | 
It would | 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS agreed with 
his hon. friend near him that the teachers 
| throughout the country would be gene: 
ally in favour of this Amendment. He, 
however, desired toextend to the widest the 
powers of the local authority, and to limit, 
as far as possible, the exclusive functions 
of the managers. He still held the opinion 
that the dismissal ought to be subject to 
| the consent of the local authority, limited 

as it was by the words of the Prime 
| Minister, and, holding that opinion, he 
would be forced to go into the Divisivi 


| Lobby against the Amendment. 
Y ag 


(4.3.) Question put. 


| The Committee divided :—Ayes, 200; 


| Noes, 102. (Division List, No. 428.) 
| b 


AYES. 


Ave-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Aird, Sir John 

Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arehdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh 0. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 


Bagot,Capt. Joseeline FitzRoy | Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Bullard, Sir Harry 

Butcher, John George 
Campbell, Rt. Hn.J.A(Glasgow 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornseys | Carew, James Laurence 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W.(Leed. | Carlile, William Walter 


Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balearres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 

jalfour, Rt. Hon, A.J.(Manel’r 


Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boscawen, Arthur Griflith- 
Boulnois, Edmund 
Bowles, Capt. H. F.( Middlesex | Coddington, Sir William 


Chamberlain, Rt. Hn. J. (Birm. 
Chamberlain, RtHnJ A( Wore 1 
Chapman, Edward 
Churehill, Winston Spencer 
Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E 


Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Colom)h,SirJolnCharlesReady 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolto1 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Denny, Colonel 

Digby, John K. D. Wingfield 





Balfour, Kenneth R.(Christeh) 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Bathurst,Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Beckett, Ernest William 


Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 


Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derhyshire 


Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 


Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 

Doxtord, SirW illiam Theodoie 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwii 
Dyke, Kt.Hon.SirWilliam Hart 
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Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W.) 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fardell, Sir 'T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn. SirJ(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, PhilipS.(Warwick,S.W 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Gartit, William 

Gore. HnG. R.C.Ormsby-(Salop 
Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Goulding. Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Greene,Sir EW (B’rySEdim’nds 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Gunter, Sir Robert 

Hain, Edward 

Haisey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hamilton Rt HnLordG(Midd’x 
Hardy, Laurence( Kent, Ashf rd 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 

Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 
Higginbottom, Ss. W. 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 
Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset, E. 
Hoge, Lindsay 
Hope.J.F.(Shettield, Brightside 
Horner, Frederick William 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Howard,John (KentFaversh’m 
Howard, J.(Midd., Tottenham) 
Hozier, Hon. JamesHenryCecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 


Abraham, William (Khondda) 
Allan, Sir William (Gateshead) 
Allen,CharlesP.(Gloue.,Stroud 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 

Barlow, John Emmott 
Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Bell, Richard 

Brigg, John 

Brown, George M. (Edinburgh 
Bryee, Rt. Hon. James 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Crombie, John William 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Duncan, J. Hastings 





| Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 


| Hobhouse, C. E. H. (Bristol, E. 


| Joicey, Sir James 
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Jeffreys, Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred. 
Johnstone, Heywood 

Kemp, George 
Kennaway,Rt. Hon. SirJohnH. 
Kennedy, Patrick James 
Kenyon, Hon.Geo. T. (Denbigh) 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W.(Salop. 
Kimber, Henry 

Knowles, Lees 

Lambton,Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lee, ArthurH(Hants., Fareham 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Long,Col. CharlesW (Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S. 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb, Eskdale) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Macartney, RtHnW.G. Ellison 
Maedona, John Cumming 
Macelver, David (Liverpool) 
Maenamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
M‘IverSirLewis( Edinburgh W 
Maleolm, [an 

Manners, Lord Cecil 
Maxwell, RtHnsSirH.E(Wigt’n 


| 





MiddlemoreJ ohn Throgmorton 
Milvain, Thomas 

More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) | 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, RtHnA.Graham( Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray,Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Newdegate, Francis A. N. 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Nolan,Col.JohnP.(Galway,N.) 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Sir Gilbert 
Pemberton, John S. G. 
Perey, Earl 

Platt-Higgins, Frederick 





Plummer, Walter R. 


NOES. 


Edwards, Frank 

Ellis, John Edward 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Gladstone, Rt. Hn HerbertJ ohn 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grey, Rt. Hn. Sir E. (Berwick) | 


Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Sir William 
Harwood, George 

Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 


Horniman, Frederick John 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Jacoby, James Alfred 





Bill. 9 


Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Purvis, Robert 
Pym, C. Guy 
Rankin, Sir James 
Rattigan, Sir William Hemy 
Richards, Henry Charles 
Ridley, HonM. W.(Stalybridve 
Ritchie, RtHon.Chas. Thomson 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
tothschild,Hon. Lionel Walter 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Samuel, Harry 8. (Limehouse) 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Seely, Maj.J.E. BUlsleof Wight 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East) 
Smith,James Parker (Lanarks. 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Stanley, Edw. Jas. (Somerset) 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stewart,Sir Mark J. M‘Tagegart 
Stroyan, John 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thompson, DrE C(Monagh'n,N 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 


t 


| Valentia, Viscount 


Walker, Col. William Hall 
Walrond, Rt. Hn.SirWilliam H 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Welby,Lt.-Col A.C.E(Taunton 
Welby,SirCharlesG. E. (Notts. 
Whitmore, Charles Aleernon 
Williams, RtHnJ Powell-(Birm 
Willoughby de Eresby. Lord 
Wilson, A.Stanley( York, E.R.) 
Wilson, J. W.(Worcestersh.N. 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B.Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES-— 
Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hood and Mr. Anstruther. 


Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kinloch, SirJohnGeorgeSmyth 
Kitson, Sir James 
Labouchere, Henry 

Lambert, George 

Langley, Batty 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese,SirJ osephF. (Accrington 
Leng, Sir John 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 

Logan, John William 

Lough, Thomas 

M‘Arthur William (Cornwall) 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mellor, Rt. Hon. John William 


| Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen 


Jones William(Carnarvonshire | Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
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Newnes, Sir George 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 


Partington, Oswald 
Paulton, James Mellor 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Pickard, Benjamin 
Pirie, Duncan V. 

Rea, Russell 
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Schwann, Charles E. 
| Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) | Wallace, Robert 
| Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Palmer,SirCharlesM.(Durham | Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, Rt HnC. R.( Northants 
Stevenson, Francis S. 
Strachey, Sir Edward 

Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E.) | 


| Trevelyan, Charles Philips 

| Weir, James Galloway 

| White, Luke (York, EF. R.) 
Whiteley,George( York, W.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Williams,Osmond (Merioneth) 

| Wilson, Fred.W(N orfolk,Mid. ) 

| Woodhouse, SirJ T( Hudderst’d 


| 
| 
| 
| 


Reid, Sir R. Threshie(Dumfries | Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr | 


Rigg, Richard 


Thomas, F. Freeman-( Hastings 


TELLERS FOR THE NoES— 


Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) | Thomas,J A(Glamorgan Gower Mr. Samuel Evans and 


Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R.) | 
Toulmin, George 


Roe, Sir Thomas 


(4.18.) Mr. HERBERT LEWIS | 


thought the Amendment as it stood 
was extremely vague, and moved to sub- 
stitute the words “directly related to” 
for the words “connected with.” He 
desired to protect teachers from all kinds 
of pressure to perform extraneous duties 
for which they were not paid by the 
ratepayers. The words, “connected with 
the giving of religious instruction in the 
school,” were capable of very elastic in- 
terpretation. In moving the Amendment 
of which he had given notice, he would 
ask the Attorney General whether the 
grounds of dismissal would have to be 
specified in writing. If that were done, 
the local authority would have an oppor- 
tunity of inquiring into those grounds, 
and of ascertaining whether or not they 
were sufficient. He thought the Com- 
mittee would agree that the words he 
proposed were fairer to the teacher and 
more conducive to the interests of educa- 
tion than those proposed by the First 
Lord of the Treasury. 


Amendment proposed to the proposed 
Amendment— 

“To leave out ‘connected with,’ in order to 
insert ‘directly elated to.’”—(Mr Herbert 
Lewis.) 


Question proposed, “That the words 
‘connected with’ stand part of the pro- 
posed Amendment.” 


Sm ROBERT FINLAY said he could 
really see very little difference between 
the two forms of words. That proposed 
by the Government had given general 
satisfaction to the people most interested, 
and therefore it would be well to adhere 
to it. As to the Question put by the 
hon. Member, he took it that if any 
dispute arose the managers would in 
some form state what their grounds were. 








Mr. Warner. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE asked whether, 
in the event of this Amendment being 
debated, the Committee would be able 
to discuss the proposal of the hon. 
Member for North Camberwell with 
regard to extraneous duties ? 


Mr. BRYCE agreed that the words 
proposed by the right hon. Gentleman 
were extremely vague. Would they 
include, for instance, attendance at 
early celebrations, or anything of that 
kind? The point, however, was not 
of first-rate importance, and he would 
not advise his hon. friend to press his 
Amendment to a division. 


Mr. HERBERT LEWIS, in view of the 
fact that the consideration of the larger 


question afterwards might be pre- 
judiced by his proposal being now 


discussed, asked leave to withdraw the 
Amendment. 


Amendment to proposed Amendment, 
by leave, withdrawn. 


Orginal Question again proposed. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS asked whether 
the words “ connected with religious in- 
struction in the school’’ were meant to 
apply to the school only while it was 
an elementary school under the local 
education authority. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON asked 
whether the new Clause promised 
by the Government would extend 
to vesting in the managers, subject to 
the veto of the educational authority, 
the power of dismissal. 


Str ROBERT FINLAY said he had 
nothing to add to the promise of the 
First Lord of the Treasury. As to the 
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other point, the words applied to the 
giving of religious instruction in the 
school during school hours, including 
the hour of religious instruction. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON, in 
view of the reply of the hon. and learned 
Member, said he would address his 
question directly to the First Lord of 
the Treasury. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: My view, 
which I have over and over again 
stated, is that, in so far as functions are 
left to the managers of a school, they 
are left to be exercised by the managers 
as a body. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON pointed 
out that in some cases the trust deeds 
were to be departed from. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: In that case 
the trust deeds would have to be 
modified, 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS said it had 
not yet been stated how far the trust 
deeds were to be modified. This parti- 
cular matter was part of a_ larger 
question which, sooner or later, would 
have to be dealt with in a definite 
manner, so that the Committee might 
know what the position of the new 
managers was to be. 


Mr. ALFRED DAVIES (Carmarthen 
Boroughs) asked how the matter would 
stand if three of the managers desired 
the dismissal of a teacher and three 
did not. 


Sirk ROBERT FINLAY: It all de- 


pends on whether the Chairman has a 
casting vote. 


Mr. ALFRED DAVIES: Who is to 
be the Chairman ? 


*THeE CHAIRMAN: That question 
does not arise on this Amendment. 


Question put and agreed to. 
Words inserted. 


(4.27.) Mr. HENRY HOBHOUSE 


(Somersetshire, E.) said the Amendment | 


he now desired to move touched the im- 
portant question of Nonconformist 
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teachers in schools. He fully recognised 
that there was some substantial basis 
for the complaint made by Noncon- 
formists that they had not sufficient 
openings for their young teachers. The 
question arose as to how far, consistently 
with the principle of the Bill, that 
grievance could be removed. He was 
anxious to go as far as possible with 
justice to the denominational schools, 
and subject to preserving the principle of 
the Bill—the maintenance of the 
existence o: denominational schools. 
His researches had led him to believe 
that the grievance arose in most cases 
from the fact, not that the schools were 
Church or denominational, but that they 
were under certain provisions of trust 
deeds which tied the hands of the 
managers, and compelled them, whether 
they liked it or not, to require all the 
teachers to be of one denomination. 
He knew of one or two cases in which 
teachers who had actually been appointed 
had had to be dismissed by the managers, 
to the great annoyance and, to some 
extent, the scandal of the neighbourhood, 
because they turned out to be Noncon- 
formists. He had done his best to get 
the grievance redressed, but had been 
met by the fact—which there was no 
gainsaying—that the action was taken 
in obedience to the provisions of the trust 
deeds under which the managers were 
working, although the managers person- 
ally would have been glad to retain the 
teacher. It was upon the head teacher that 
the denominational character of the schools 
must depend. He did not think that 
they could put anything into the Bill 
that would force managers to appoint 
teachers of any particular denomination, 
but he thought they ought to free the hands 
of the managers as regarded those teachers 
who were not likely to give satisfactory 
religious instruction. On the whole, he 
thought his Amendment drew the best 
line that could be drawn. If it were 
adopted the managers of all denomina- 
tional schools would be perfectly free to 
admit teachers of any denomination, and 
he had no doubt that, under the new 
system, if this freedom were given it 
would be freely exercised, and largely 
taken advantage of. He was well aware 
that his Amendment would not go the 
length which many hon. Members 
opposite desired. [OpposiTION cries of 
‘Hear, hear.”] Unlike hon. Members on 
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this side, hon. Members opposite were 
anxious to destroy the denominational 
character of the schools, but that 
principle in the Bill must be protected, 
and his Amendment did this while, at 
the same time, it gave the greatest 
freedom in the appointment of teachers. 


Amendment proposed, after the last 
Amendment— 

“To insert the words, ‘provided that, not- 
withstanding anything in the trust deed of a 
school not provided by the local education 
authority, assistant teachers and pupil teachers 
inay be appointed, if it is thought fit, without 
reference to religious creed or denomination.’ ” 
—(Mr. Henry Hobhouse.) 


(Juestion proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


THE SECRETARY or tHe BOARD 
or EDUCATION (Sir WILLIAM ANSON, 


Oxford University) said that after 
long discussion on small matters 


he was glad that they had now come 
to an Amendment which would have 
a great effect upon the religious beliefs 
of teachers and upon the admitted 
grievance of Nonconformists as regarded 
their admission to the teaching staffs of 
denominational schools. They desired 
on this particular matter to secure that 
religious and secular teaching should not 
he divorced, that time and money should 
be given to maintain the denominational 
character of the school, and at the same 
time throw the teachers’ appointments 
open as widely as possible. This Amend- 
ment would go a long way to satisfy 
those requirements. It was an enabling 
Amendment, and put no compulsion 
upon the managers of the schools to 
choose from one or any denomination or 
from no denomination at all, but it did 
untie their hands where the trustees had 
tied them hitherto except in respect of 
the appointment of the head teacher. 
He wished to ask had any denomination 
any cause for anxiety in the admission 
of assistant teachers and pupil teachers 
of other denominations? He could not 
think there was any such cause of 
anxiety. It ought to lie near the 
conscience of every teacher that, as a 
matter of honour they should impress or 
impart no religious or political proposi- 
tions, and take no advantage in influenc- 
ing the religious or political beliefs of the 
children. He had not much fear of any 
Mr. Henry Hobhouse. 
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proselytising tendency in any part of 
our system of elementary education. 
Then there was the power of dismissal 
on grounds connected with religious 
instruction. If a Nonconformist teacher 
was imported into a denominational school, 
and taught religious subjects with levity, 
or showed any desire to affect the religious 
beliefs of the children, the managers 
would have the power of dismissal, against 
which decision the local authority would 
have nothing to say. That being so, 
they could not help feeling that in the 
interests of the denominational schools it 
was important that the head teacher, who 
gave the character to the teaching of the 
school, should be a member of the de- 
nomination of which the school belonged, 
if the trust deed required it. If the 
trust deed required that the teachers 
should be members of any particular 
denomination, then the managers could 
appoint, under this Amendment, teachers 
from any denomination they liked. The 
Government did not think that any harm 
would come from such a relaxation as his 
hon. friend proposed by his Amendment, 
and therefore, on behalf of the Govern- 
ment, he was prepared to accept it. 


Amendment amended— 


“ By leaving out the words ‘ notwithstanding 
anything in the trust deed of a school not pro- 
vided by the local education authority.” ”"— 
(Sir William Anson.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
as amended, be there inserted. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS said he did 
not think the Government would expect 
the Members of the Opposition to fall upon 
their knees for such a concession as this. 
Anything more faint than the speech of 
the hou. Member who moved the Amend- 
ment he had never heard. They had now 
secured the headmaster, and that was all 
they ought to expect. They had a right 
to demand that all teachers should be 
under no disability at all. By this 
Amendment they simply enabled the 
managers to appoint assistant teachers 
and pupil teachers if they thought fit, 
without reference to religious creed or 
denomination. They were still perpetu- 
ating that disability in regard to Noncon- 
formist teachers. 


Mr. HENRY HOBHOUSE: Why !? 
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Mr. SAMUEL EVANS: Because they 
knew that these managers would still re- 
strict the appointments to their own de- 
nomination. [MINISTERIAL cries of ‘“ No, 
No!”]| In the past these denominational 
schools had exhibited no desire wien not 
fettered by trust deeds at all to extend the 
benefits of entering the teaching profession 
to any teachers unless they belonged to 
the particular denomination to which 
the school belonged. If his hon. friend 
went to a division he should support 
his Amendment, but so strongly did he 
feel that they were setting about this 
question in the wrong way, and only 
asking for an infinitesimal portion of 
what they had a right to claim, that he 
insisted upon moving an Amendment to 
the Amendment which would make it a 
perfectly sensible one. 


Amendment proposed to the proposed 
Amendment, as amended— 


“To leave out the word ‘may,’ and insert 
the word ‘shall’ "—(VUr. Samuel Evans.) 


* That the word 
of the proposed 


(Juestion proposed 
‘may’ stand part 
Amendment.” 


(4.45.) Mr. A J. BALFOUR said the 
hon. Gentleman knew perfectly well 
that if his Amendment were carried it 
would be absolutely destructive of the 
denominational character of the schools. 
To appoint a Roman Catholic teacher in 
an Anglican school, or an Anglican 
teacher in a Roman Catholic school, or 
a teacher of no religion in a Jewish 
school, would be to destroy the de- 
nominational character of such schools. 
The contention of the hon. Gentleman 
was that the managers of a voluntary 
ioundation school should take no account 
of the religion of the teacher they 
appointed. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS: “Religious 
creed or denomination”? are the words 
ot the Amendment. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said the Amend- 
ment appeared to be absolutely incon- 
sistent with the whole scheme of the 
Bill, and he was surprised that it should 
have been proposed. He hoped the 
hon. Member would not press it. 
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Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT said the 
right hon. Gentleman did not under- 
stand the meaning of the hon. and 
learned Gentleman's Amendment. It 
did not refer to the head teacher. It 
applied only to assistants. The First 
Lord had said that it would destroy the 
denominational character of the schools, 
but the author of the Amendment to 
the Amendment said he was not going 
to destroy their denominational char- 
acter. The hon. Gentleman who moved 
the Amendment expressed the pious 
opinion that the managers would tre- 
quently appoint pupil teachers without 
a religious test. He did not know 
that the managers to be constituted 
by the Bill would allow Nonconformist 
gentlemen to be nominated to their 
schools, but even if they did, he did 
not think this would afford any satis- 
faction to Nonconformists when they 
knew that tests were to be applied to 
teachers and assistant teachers. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said that was 
not the question now before the Com- 
mittee. The pupil teacher question 
would come up later, under an Amend- 
ment down in the name of the Govern- 
ment, which excluded all religious tests 
in the case of pupil teachers. The pro- 
posal of his hon. friend the Member for 
East Somerset, which was accepted by 
the Government, was that there should 
be liberty of action given to the managers 
of the school to select all the teachers 
except the head teacher, irrespective o! 
creed. Therefore let the Committee 
concentrate their attention upon that 
proposal. There were cases, he did not 
know how many, in which it would be 
perfectly easy for the managers of deno- 
minational schools to have among the 
subordinate teachers members of some 
other denomination who could carry on 
the general secular teaching of the school 
or take part in some of the undenomi- 
national teaching. But they could not 
lay it down that that was to be an in- 
variable fact. ‘They could not require of 
the managers, whatever the condition of 
the schools, that they shouldignore the 
religious beliefs of the teachers. The 
whole of the religious teaching did not 
fall on the head teacher. It would be 
preposterous to require the managers of 
a Roman Catholic school—he mentioned 
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them as representing the extreme and 
most easily understood case—to be in- 
different to the religious beliefs of the 
teachers in the school. As his right hon. 
friend very truly aftirmed yesterday, pupil 
teachers were learners, but with regard 
to teachers it was obviously vital that 
Parliament should not require managers 
to do anything so suicidal as to absolutely 
ignore the religious opinions, not of one 
or two, but of all the teachers in that 
school except the head teacher. He 
hoped the hon. Member would not press 
the Amendment. 


Mr. TREVELYAN (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Elland) said the hon. Member who 
moved the Amendment did it on the 
ground that in a large number of these 
schools managers would of their own 
motion choose Nonconformists. He said 
that the Church people were so broad- 
minded that if they got this opportunity 
they would in a large number of cases 
appoint assistant teachers who were Non- 
conformists. Hon. Members on this side 
of the House did not think they would, 
nor did the right hon. Gentleman. They 
thought it would be regarded by the 
majority of Church managers, who would 
have the whole thing in their hands, as 
destructive of the denominational 
character of the school. They did not 
think that Churchmen were not broad- 
minded because they were going to insist 
on their privileges. They had got those 
privileges, and they were going to keep 
them. That was the point of those who 
supported the Amendment to the Amend- 
ment. As long as the majority accorded 
to them in the management was main- 
tained he believed, looking to the experi- 
ence in nine out of ten of the voluntary 
schools in the past, that in the majority 
of the schools, whatever permission was 
given to choose from other creeds, the 


managers would insist on __ selecting 
Churchmen. But even supposing they 


were broad-minded enough to say, “ We 
will not insist on any test at all,” were 
they to be so grateful for this concession ? 
Would men go into a profession in which 
the higher branches were restricted / 
They were going to tempt Noncon- 
formists into these schools as assistant 


teachers, said the Member for East 
Somerset. How many Nonconformists 


were going in as pupil teachers when they 
knew that they were excluded from all 
the highest places in these schools? It 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 
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was perfectly obvious that so far as Non- 
conformists were concerned they would 
still be practically excluded from the 
teaching profession. Therefore it was 
absurd to say that this was a con- 
siderable concession to the Nonconformists. 
It could not be anything of the kind 
so long as they closed all the higher 
branches of the profession to those who 
did not belong to the Church of England. 


Mr. HENRY HOBHOUSE said he for 
one did not expect gratitude for any con- 
cession made to hon. Gentlemen opposite, 
who claimed specially to represent the 
grievances of Noneonformists. He said 
perfectly clearly that his Amendment 
only went a certain length. He believed 
there were many Nonconformists who 
would be very glad to enter the teaching 
profession, as assistants in the denomina- 
tional schools, with the confidence of 
obtaining head teacherships in the unde- 
nominational schools, which would be open 
to them in the future quite as much as in 
the past, and which were by no means an 
insignificant number. He could not help 
believing that, after the sweeping changes 
which this Bill would make in the condi- 
tions under which the schools were ad- 
ministered, there would be a very large 
number of Nonconformists engaged as 
teachers. It was one of the first principles 
of the Bill to preserve the denominational 
character of the schools consistently with 
fairness and justice to the Nonconformists 
and all other classes of the community. 


Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax) said he in- 
tended to support his hon. friends on the 
other side of the House. He was himself 
a Nonconformist, and he regarded it as an 
insult that the profession should be open 
in its lower ranks to Nonconformists who 
were to be branded as persons who could 
rise “thus far and no farther.” He was 
delighted that the Government had 
accepted the Amendment, and that they 
were going to put in the Billin black and 
white a definite disability of Noncontor- 
mists. It was a step in the direction of 
freeing the Church from some _ of 
its bonds. They had reason to be 
grateful for the Amendment, for it 
absolutely proved the point for which 
they had been contending on this side 
of the House that there was no halting- 
place between the entire exclusion of 
Nonconformist teachers from voluntary 
schools and the freeing of the teaching 
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profession altogether. If a Noncon- 


formist suited their convenience they 
might appoint the candidate, but if he did 
not he was excluded. This Clause had all 
the intolerance of the rest of the Bill. He 
would vote for the Amendment to show 
the real meaning of the Bill. 


(5.2.) Lorp HUGH CECIL (Greenwich) 
said that if the Amendment were carried 
it would make it impossible to carry 
out an Amendment lower down on the 
Paper, which was to be proposed from the 
Ministerial side, the idea of which was 
that the assistant teacher should be a 
Nonconformist and the head teacher a 
Churchman. That idea was what they 
conceived to be the best solution of the 
religious difficulty, as all the pupils would 
be taught in the religious beliefs of their 
parents. He really thought that the 
hon. Member opposite and his friends 
had been very ungracious in the manner 
in which they had received the conces- 
sions which had been made from the 
Government side of the House. Since 
the House resumed the Bill had been 
very sensibly modified. The Govern- 
ment had pursued with relentless togic the 
course of handing over secular instruc- 
tion to the education authority, and the 
Amendment completed their scheme, 
because it provided that, wherever possi- 
ble, the assistant teacher was to be ap- 
pointed without regard to religious belief. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE | said he 
thought the latter part of the speech 
of the noble Lord was directed more 
against the Government than the 
Amendment. His idea was that the 
head teacher should teach the doctrines 
of the Roman Catholic Church or the 
Anglican Church, and that the other 
teachers should teach the opposite 
doctrines. That was, that the local 
authority should run two rival theo- 
logical shows under the same roof. If 
that were so, he did not think that it 
would be conducive to the efficiency of | 
either the secular or religious instruc- 
tion in the schools. The answer of hon. 
Gentlemen opposite to the contention of 
the hon. Member for Mid Glamorgan | 
was that it would preclude the managers | 
trom appointing a Nonconformist teacher: | 
but if his hon. friend’s Amendment were | 
accepted, the managers would be bound | 
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| to take into account the secular and not 


the religious qualifications of the teacher. 
That was what they wanted. If out of 
half a dozen candidates there were two 
or three Nonconformists and two cor 
three Churchmen, why should the Non- 
conformist be appointed if he was in- 
ferior ? His position, and that of those 
who agreed with him, was that when 
they appointed teachers for the purpose 
of teaching children in State schools, in 
principle they ought to take into account 
the qualification of the teacher for im- 
parting secular instruction, and no 
other. They were quite prepared to 
take a good Churchman rather than 
an inferior Nonconformist. ‘Two-thirds 
of the schools in this country were 
denominational, and under the scheme 
of the right hon. Gentleman’s Amend- 
ment men were to be encouraged to go 
into a profession in which two-thirds of 
the prizes were to be closed to them 
He thought that, on the whole, every 
concession made by the Government had 
been treated fairly by the Opposition. 
The right hon. Gentleman knew per- 
fectly well that the position of the 
Opposition was different in regard to 
this Bill from his own or that of the 
noble Lord the Member for Greenwich. 
The serious contention was in regard to 
the appointment of the managers and of 


the teachers. Everything else was 
minor. Whenever a concession was 


made by the Government the Opposi- 
tion was bound to take it at its own 
value. They could not accept with 
gratitude a concession which did not 
alter the character of the Bill. Apart 
from the Roman Catholic denomina- 
national schools, and taking the Angli- 
can schools, four-fifths of the teaching 
was undenominational in its character. 
All that was wanted was that there 


'should be one man to give the remain- 


ing fifth denominationally, which the 
other teachers would not be able to give. 
Uj 
The head teacher would be perfectly able 
to give that instruction or to call in a 


clergyman or his curates to give it. All 


that the Opposition insisted upon was 
that in the selection of the teachers account 
should be taken of one thing only—his 
qualifications in regard to imparting 
secular instruction. He did not think 
the Government should demand more 
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than that. The bulk of the money for 
the payment of the teachers came from 
public funds, and so far as the assistant 
teachers were concerned the Government 
should make this concession. The Prime 
Minister seemed to have overlooked the 
fact that the majority of the managers 
would be denominational, and practically 
selected because they were denomina- 
tional. The whole scheme was drafted 
to secure a majority of denominational 
managers. What more did the Govern- 
ment desire? When they came to test 
this Bill as a real education measure it 
broke down. 


Sm ROBERT FINLAY said that the 
Amendment would absolutely exclude 
from the consideration of the managers, 
in selecting teachers, any regard to their 
religious or irreligious belief. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS said that the 
Amendment was perfectly clear that it 
would be open to the managers to appoint 
teachers of all religions or denominations, 
precisely in the same way as all civil 
servants were appointed. 


Sm ROBERT FINLAY’ said that 
suppose in the case of a Church, a Roman 
Catholic, or a Wesleyan school, there 
was a candidate for the post of assistant 
teacher, and that that candidate was an 
avowed atheist. According to the 
Amendment the managers would not be 
able to take that into consideration. Did 
the right hon. Gentleman intend that ? 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS said that cer- 
tainly they could take it into considera- 
tion if they wanted to. 


Sin ROBERT FINLAY said that then 
the hon. Gentleman had not considered 
the effect of his own Amendment. His 
right hon. friend had suggested that in 
proposing kis Amendment he did not 
expect any gratitude from the other 
side ; but certainly they did not expect 
that they should be exposed to such 
elaborate and studied misapprehension 
as had been exercised on the present 
occasion. They had been actually told 
that the managers in appointing some 
man in whose general religious princi- 
ples they had confidence would be 
putting a stigma on Nonconformists. 
All he could say was that hon. Gentle- 


men opposite had exceeded themselves in | 


misapprehension. 


Mr. Lloyd-George. 
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Str EDWARD GREY (Northumber-. 
land, Berwick) did not think the hon. 
and learned Gentleman, or anybody 
coming from the country he did, really 
understood what the English system of 
education was. If he did he would realise 
what a small thing this present Amend- 
ment was. Because so long as the system 
in this country was what it was, the fact 
could not be got rid of by any words 
whatever. The system in England at 
the present time was that there were 
buildings under trustees, and the first 
object was to secure the religious teach- 
ing of a particular denomination. But 
with the ownership of buildings the 
wanagers or trustees had the duty and 
privilege not merely of seeing that the 
religious instruction was given to the 
people belonging to a particular denomi- 
nation; they were responsible for the 
whole of the education cf the people in 
the district. That was a great public 
service because, and especially in the 
rural districts, there was not always a 
choice of schools for the parents, but in 
this great public service it was found 
that the teaching profession in more 
than half of the schools was to be closed 
to members of other denominations. 
The Amendment of his hon. triend said 
that the teaching profession need not 
necessarily be closed as far as the assist- 
ant teachers were concerned. On whom 
did the decision depend? It depended 
on the will of the body of managers, 
four of whom were appointed to see that 
the religious instruction of a particular 
denomination was given. ‘That was 
their duty. They had no escape from 
that decision under the terms of their 
appointment, and what the Committee 
had to remember was that it was not 
every body of managers that was likely to 
be tolerant, and that they might have to 
deal with an intolerant body of managers. 
The best way to get over the objections 
of the Prime Minister would be tor the 
(sovernment to say that they would leave 
this appointment permissive, making a 
dispensary power of over-riding the trus- 
tees to rest, not with the managers, but 
with the local education authority. As 
the Amendment stood he had no hesita- 
tion in voting for it. 

*(5.20.) Sir FRANCIS POWELL 
(Wigan) said he desired in the first place 
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the Amendment of his hon. friend, which, 
there could be no doubt, would bring 
ibout a great change in the staff of the 
voluntary schools. In most cases under 
the trust the teachers were not only 
»bliged to be members of the,Church, but 
communicant members. He felt himself 
that the time had come in the history 
ff education when the teaching profes- 
jon, excepting the place of head teachers, 
‘ith whose case the House was not at 
yresent concerned, should be thrown 
nore widely open. How far did hon. 
embers opposite desire to go into this 
avestigation into religious creeds or 
lenomination ? Did they contemplate 
pening the door of the voluntary schools 
to those who had entirely cast away all 
belief in the Christian religion, and had 
not only done so in their actions, but 
had made a public profession of having 
Jone so. Reference had been made to 
thefact that it was exceedingly important 
tliat the person elected should belong to 
the denomination of that particular 
school, because he would have had 
instruction in religicus subjects. He was 
equainted with a case which he thought 
aight be of some interest to the House, 
rhere there were teachers belonging to 
liferent denominations, where a vacancy 
had oceurred, and it became necessary 
‘0 select a person to fill it. One,of the 
wasters who was engaged in teaching 
ecular subjects was selected, and to his 
honour be it said, he refused the position 
nd said that though he had taught in 
the school for many years, as the new 
luties involved the teaching of religious 
belief, he felt himself bound to state that 
he had years before given up all belief in 
Christianity. He appealed to the Com- 
wittee not to impose upon the managers 
ir trustees of the voluntary schools the 
duty of appointing to the post a teacher 
*ho was not only an infidel, but a 
nan who boasted of his infidelity. 


Mr. BRYCE said that hon. Gentlemen 
\pposite seemed in their arguments to 
ignore two large classes of schools. One 
lass was the School Board schools which 
sive religious instruction. Why was it 
that they found no difficulty in getting 
‘competent men to give religious instruc- 
ton? They were free to choose any one 
they liked, and the difficulties conjured 
up by the Attorney General were unreal. 
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Education ought not to be hampered by 
all these regulations. The same thing 
happened in Scotland. There was no 
general exclusion of any person on the 
ground of denomination or creed there, 
yet they did not find atheists coming 
forward and securing the best appoint- 
ments. He believed that there were not 
a few cases in which managers would be 
glad of the privilege to appoint some 


person who did not belong to the 
denomination. He congratulated the 
Government on at last seeing how 


illogical their position was. They were 
now standing on an inclined plane, and 
it would be impossible to stop in the 
present position of religious exclusion. 
They would have to go turther. There 
was no question of gratitude one way or 
the other. That word ought not to be 
used in these discussions. The Opposi- 
tion did not ask for any concession, 
because they stood on the ground of 
civic rights. Their view was that if the 
State paid for schools those schools ought 
to be open in every place, from the top 
to the bottom, to every member of the 
State. The Opposition asked for nothing 
less than their civic rights, and until 
they received them they would continue 
to press for the abolition of the restric- 
tions that were perpetuated by this Bill. 


Sir JOHN GORST said that he had 
often told the House that the religious 
difficulty existed only in the House of 
Commons and not in the schools. He 
reiterated that opinion now when he 
was in the position of an independent 
member, because he did not think that 
hon. Gentlemen believed him when he 
gave expression to the belief as an official 
of the Government. His notion of civic 
right was rather different from that of 
the right hon. Gentleman, who was a 
Scotchman, whereas he was an English- 
man. But, rightly or wrongly, stupidly 
or wisely, the English people, as a people, 
had got a prejudice in favour of having 
religious instruction given to their 
children, and they did not consider 
their civic rights in «education were 
adequately acknowledged by the State, 
unless the public instruction which the 
State provided was an instruction based 
upon religion. What was done in nearly 
all the schools under the present system 
was that the managers or teachers who 
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ran the school contrived to give such 
religious instruction as was generally 
acceptable to the parents of the children 
in the school. For instance, ina Roman 
Catholic school there was little but 
Roman Catholic teaching. In most of 
these schools that they heard so much 
about, even the bigoted clergyman, who 
was continually denounced in that 
House endeavoured to give instruction 
which was neither unacceptable to 
the parents of the children — the 
parents generally cared very little about 
it—nor to the members of the religious 
hody to which the parents were supposed 
to belong. He supposed that if they went 
into an ordinary school in a country dis- 
trict they would not hear a single word 
said which would offend the conscience 
or susceptibilities of Churchmen or Dis- 
senters, and if the Government could pre- 
vail on the managers under this Bill to 
do that which the managers under the 
present system did of their own accord 
the religious difticulty would disappear. 
Where the civic authority came in was in 
the secondary schools where this was 
done. There the religious teaching was 
such as was acceptable to the parents, and 
there were many cases in which the boys 
of Nonconformist parents had gone to 
Church schools, with the express under- 
standing that on Sunday they were at 


liberty to attend the chapel of their per- | 


suasion, and that they were not to receive 
any instruction that was not in accord- 
ance with thedoctrines which their parents 
held. The Amendment before the Com- 
mittee was a move in that direction, and, 
therefore, ought not only to be accepted, 
but heartily supported, by the Committee. 
It gave the managers powers which they 
did not now possess. Notwithstanding 
what had been said earlier in the debate, 
the clergy of the Church of England did 
admit Nonconformists constantly to their 
schools, and there were hundreds _ of 
schools in which there were Noncon- 
formist teachers, even head teachers, he 
believed, but certainly Nonconformist 
assistant teachers. In such schools, what 
Was more reasonable than that 
should appoint a Nonconformist assistant 
teacher, and have such teaching as was 
acceptable to the parents of Noncon- 
formist children, along with the Church 
of England teaching to the other children ? 
As long ago as 1896 he remembered 
having a letter froma gentleman who was 


Sir John Gorst. 
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ligious difficulty was to have ordinary 


‘taught, and in the other the ordinary 


' In the Island of Barra, where the popula- 


‘religious instruction as was acceptable to 


they | 
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actually a Bishop, who said that he had 
been a vicar in Wiltshire, where he found 
that the greater part of the children in his 
Church school were Baptists, and that he 
found that the proper solution of the re. 


Scripture teaching on Mondays, Tuesdays, 
Wednesdays, and Thursdays, and on Fri- 
days to draft the children into two class. 
rooms, in one of which the Catechism was 


Scripture teaching. He was told that 
precisely the same thing held in Scotland, 


tion was half Roman Catholic and half 
Protestant the same thing was done, and 
no difficulty was experienced in giving 
both kinds of religious instruction in the 
same school. Catholic teaching was given 
to the Roman Catholics at one end of the 
room, and Protestant teaching to the 
Protestants at the other: It did not give 
rise to all these dreadful consequences. 
If the House of Commons would lay down 
the broad principle that the new eduea- 
tion authority should make provision by 
which every child should receive such 


its parents, he believed the whole religious 
ditticulty would be solved. Hon. Men- 
bers opposite would, perhaps, lose their 
vocation, but in such a cause they would. 
no doubt, be willing to surrender it. 


Mr. M‘KENNA said the right 
hon. Gentleman had made a_ mast 
admirable speech in defence of 


system of education which was not the 
system of this Bill. During July and 
August they had fought over and over 
again for the popular control of these 
schools and the government of the 
schools by the parents. That was voted 
against by the right hon. Gentleman 
among others, and now the right hon. 
Gentleman discovered that it was the 
real system. It was with some suspicion 
that he looked upon the acceptance a 
this Amendment by the Governmett. 
Not long ago the First Lord of the 
Treasury gave a pledge that the denomi- 
national control of the schools should 
not be left under the terms of the trust 
deed, but should be handed over te 
the whole of the managers. Did the 
right hon. Gentleman adhere to thit 
pledge? If so, the Amendment was 
mere flummery. 
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Mr. ABEL THOMAS (Carmarthen- 
shire, E.) said he should vote in 
favour of the Amendment because, 
as far as it went, it improved 
what was a very bad Bill, but he 
was surprised that hon. Gentlemen 
opposite expected the Committee to be 
grateful for the concessions made. Atter 
what had been taken away, these miser- 
ible little concessions were not worthy 
of consideration. He was also prepared 
to vote for the Amendment to the 
Amendment. He would like to know 
whether the assistant teacher was sup- 
posed to teach religion. If so, the four 
Church managers would not appoint a 
Yonvonformist, they would not 
ft” todoso. Butif the assistant teacher 
was not to teach religion, what difference 
could his religion, or want of religion, 


possibly make ? 


*” gee 


religious Churchman in the world. 
should support not only the Amendment, 
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An atheist could teach | 
mathematics quite as well as the most | 


He | 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR appealed to the 


Committee to come to a decision on the 
Amendment. 


Mr. BRIGG (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Keighley) said a very important con- 
sideration was involved in the Amend- 
ment. There would be appointed a large 
number of teachers whose whole time 
would not be occupied by one particular 
school, but who would be teaching in 
different schools on different days of the 
week. There were several kinds of teach- 
ing, such as that of drawing or wood-carv- 
ing, which would have to be supplied by the 
educational authority by means of these 
itinerant teachers. Surely in such cases 
it was not necessary to know the religious 
belief of the teachers. The educational 
authority ought not to be so handicapped. 
The Amendment amended in the 
manner proposed would constitute a valu- 
able addition to the Bill. 


as 


(5.51.) Question proposed. 


but the Amendment to the 


\gg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 

Aird, Sir John 

Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Amold-Forster, Hugh O, 

Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. Joseeline FitzRoy 
Railey, James (Walworth) 
bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balearres, Lord 

taldwin, Alfred 

Balfour, Rt. Hon. A. J.(Maneh’r 
baltour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, RtHnt terak LW. (Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. ) 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bartley, George C. T. 

Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Beckett, Ernest William 
hentinck, Lord Henry C. 
bhownaggree, Sir M. "M. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Big ewood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 

Bond, E dward 

boseawen, Arthur Griftith- 
boulnois, Edmund 

Boustield, William Robert 
Bowles, Capt. H. F.(Middlesex | 
Bowles, T. Gibson (King’s Lynn | 
Brookfield, Colonel Monti wu 
Brymer, William Ernest 

Bull, William James 

bullard, Sir Harry 
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Butcher, John George 
Campbell, Rt Hn. J..A. (Glasgow 
Carew, James Laurence 
Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. 
Cavendish, Kh. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W.( Derbyshire 
Cecil, Lord Hagh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J.( Birm. 
Chamberl: 5 or ple tae 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churehill, Winston Spencer 
Clive, Captain Perey A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coddington, Sir William 
Colomb, SirJ olinCharles Ready 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 

Cox, IrwinEdward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 


| Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 
| Crossley, Sir Savile 
| Cubitt, Hon. 


Henry 

Cust, Henry John C. 

Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley- 


| Denny, Colonel 


Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Digby, John K. D. Wingtield- 
Dorington, Rt. Hon.Sir John E. 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxtord, Sir WilliamTheodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 
(Division List, No. 


H. | 


246; 
t20.) 


Dyke,Rt. HonSir William Hart 
Elliot, Hon, A. Ralph Douglas 
Faber, George Denison ( York) 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEdward 
Fergusson, Rt. HnSirJ.( Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster,PhilipS(Warwick,S. W 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Gartit, William 

Gibbs, Hon. Vieary (St. .\lbans) 
Godson, SirAugustus Frederick 
Gordon, Maj Evans-(T rH’ ml’ts 
Gore, HnG. R.C.Ormsby-(Salop 


| Gore, Hon. 8. F.Ormslhy-( Line. ) 


Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir Jolin Eldon 


| Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 


Goulding, Edward Alfred 


Greene,SirE. W(B’rySEdim’nds 
| Greene, Henry D.(Shrews!ury) 


| Greville, Hon. 


Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 

Ronald 
Groves, James Grimble 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churehill 
Gunter, Sir Robert 

Hain, Edward 

Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F 
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Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton. Ri HnLordG\Midd’x 
Hardy, Laurence( Kent, Ashfrd | 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslam, Sir Alfred 8. 

Hateh, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Sir Alexander 
Yickman, Sir Alfred 
Higginhottom, 8. W. 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 
Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset, E. 
Hope,J. F. (Sheffield. Brightside 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry | 
Howard,Jobn(Kent,Faversh’m | 
Howard, J.(Midd., Tottenham) 
Hozier, Hon. James HenryCecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth | 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jettreys, Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred. | 
Johnstone, Heywood 

Kemp, George 
Kennaway, Kt. Hon. SirJohnH. 
Kennedy, Patrick James 
Kenyon, Hon. Geo. T.(Denbigh 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W. (Salop 
Keswick, William 

Kimber, Henry 

Knowles, Lees 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence,Sir Joseph (Monm’th 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lecky, Rt Hon WilliamEdw.H. 
Lee, ArthurH.(Hants,Fareham | 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) | 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockie, John 

Long, Col. Charles W.( Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter( Bristol,S) 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Allan, Sir William (Gateshead) 
Allen,Charles P(Gloue. Stroud 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Rt Hon Herbert Henry 
Atherley-Jones L. | 
Barlow, John En:mott 

Barran, Kowland Hirst 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Bell, Richard 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brigs, John 

Brown, George M. (Edinburgh 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 

Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Crombie, John William 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) | 


\COMMONS} 


| Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft | 


Lyttelton, Hon. Alired 
Macartney, Rt. HnW G. Ellison 


| Macdona, John Cumming 


Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Iver,Sir Lewis (EdinburghW 
MKillop, James (Stirlingshire 
Malcolm, lan 

Maxwell, RtHnSirl. E( Wigt’n 
Middlemore,JohnThrogmort’n 
Milner, Rt. Hn. Sir FrederickG, 
Milvain, Thomas 

Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, Robt. Jasper (Shropshire 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 


Murray,RtHnA.Graham(Bute 


Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray,Col. Wyndham (Bath) 


| Myers, William Henry _ 


| Newdegate, Francis A. N, 


Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Nolan,Col. John P. (Galway, N.) 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury 
Parker, Sir Gilbert 

Peel, Hn Wim. Robert Wellesley 
Pemberton, John S. G. 

Perey, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pryce-Jones, Lieut-Col Edward 
Purvis, Robert 


| Pym, C. Guy 


Rankin, Sir James 

Ratcliff, R. F. 

Rattigan, Sir William Henry 
Richards, Henry Charles 
Ridley, Hon.M.W. (Stalybridge 
Ridley,S. Forde( Bethnal Green 
Ritehie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Sackville, Col. 5. G. Stopford- 


NOES. 


Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dunean, J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 

Ellis, John Edward 


| Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 


Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co. 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 


| Fuller, J. M. F. 


Gladstone. Rt. Hn HerbertJohn 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 


| Grey, Rt. Hon. Sir E. (Berwick) 
| Griffith, Ellis J. 


Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Sir William 
Harwood, George 

Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hayter, Rt.Hon.Sir ArthurD. 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 


| Hobhouse, C. E. H( Bristol, E.) 


Horniman, Frederick John 


Bill. 


Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W. 
Seely, Maj.J.E B.(Isleof Wight 
Seton-Karr, Henry 

Sharpe, William Edward T, 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Abel H. (Hertford,East 
Smith, James Parker (Lanarks 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Stanley, Hon Arthur(Ormskirk 
Stanley,Edward Jas. (Somerset 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes.) 
Stewart,Sir Mark J. M‘Tageart 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot,Rt Hn.J.G.(Oxf'dUniy 
Thompson,Dr EC(Monagh’n,X 
| Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent,Col.SirC. E. H (Sheffi'ld 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Walrond, Rt. Hn. Sir W illiamH 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C. E (Taunton 
Welby,Sir CharlesG. E. (Notts. 
Whiteley, H(Ashton-und. Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Rt HnJ Powell-(Birm 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Willox, Sir John Arehibald 

| Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R. 
| Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart- 
| Wrightson, Sir Thomas 

| Wylie, Alexandex 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
| Younger, William 
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TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Alexander Acland 
Hood and Mr. Anstruther 


| Humphreys-Owen, Arthur ( 
| Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 

| Jacoby, James Alfred 

| Joicey, Sir James ; 

| Jones, William (Carnarv’nshire 
| . > 

| Kearley, Hudson E. 

| Kinloch,SirJ ohn GeorgeSmyti 
| Kitson, Sir James 

| Labouchere, Henry 

| Lambert, George 

| Langley, Batty 

| Layland-Barratt, Francis 

| Leese, SirJ osephF.( Accrington 
| Leng, Sir John 

| Levy, Maurice 

| Lewis, John Herbert 

| Lloyd-George, David 

| Logan, John William 

| Lough, Thomas 

| Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 

| M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall 
| M‘Kenna, Reginald 
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M: ansfiel 1, Horace Rendall 
Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe | 
Markham, Arthur Ba-il 
Mather. Sir William 

Mellor, Rt. Hn. John William 
Morgan,J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Moulton, John Fletcher 


| Reid. Sir R 


Rigy, Richard 


Newnes, Sir George 

Norman, Henry Shaw, Charles Edw. 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William | Shipman, Dr. 
Nussey, Thomas Willans Soames, Arthur 


Palmer, SirCharles M. (Durham 
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| Reckitt, Harold James 
. Threshie (Dumfries | 


| 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) | T 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Roe, Sir Thomas 
Runciman, Walter 
Schwann, Charles E. 
Shackleton, David James 


John G. 


Soares, Ernest J. 


Bill. 


| Thomas,J A(Glamorgan Gower 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W,2.) 
| Tomkinson, James 
| Toulmin, George 

Wallace, Robert 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay 1’. 
Weir, James Galloway 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whitley, George (York, W.R.) 
Whiteley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merionet} 
Wilson, Fred. W. (Norfolk, Mid 
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Partington, Oswald Spencer, RtHn.C.R.(Northants | Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Paulton, James Mellor Stevenson, Francis 8. Wilson, J.W. (Worcestersh. N. 
Perks, Robert William | Strachey, Sir Edward Woodhouse, SirJ T. (Hudderst’ 
Philipps, John Wynford Taylor, Theodore Cooke Yoxall, James Henry 

Pickard. Benjamin Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E, 

Pirie, Dunean V. | Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E.) TELLERS FOR THE NOES 
Price. Robert John | Thomas. David Alfred( Merthyr Mr. Samuel Evans anid 
Rea, Russell Thomas, F. Freeman-(Hastings Mr. Trevelyan. 
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as amended, inserted. 


(6.5.) 


well, 


Dr. MACNAMARA (Camber- 


moved an Amendment adding 


words which would also provide that 
it should not be lawful for any 
hody of managers to make it a con- | 


dition of appointment that a teacher | 
should undertake to perform or abstain 
from performing any duties outside the 
ordinary school hours or unconnected 
with the ordinary work of the school. 
He at onee admitted that the purpose he 
had in view had been sensibly modified 
by the Amendment, which the Govern- 
ment had aecepted, giving a veto to the 
local authority on the dismissal of a 
teacher under certain circumstances, but 
to what extent he could not yet say. 
What he was trying to deal with was the 
case in which it was made a condition 
precedent to the appointment of a teacher, 
that in order to obtain the appointment 
he should undertake to perform certain 
extraneous duties. He agreed at once 
that the school teacher should be always 
realy to co-operate generously with the 
managers out of school in anything which 
atfected the well-being of the children 
aud the community in which they lived, 
and he thought teachers were prepared 
to co-operate in all these things, and they 
did undertake considerable duties outside 
their ordinary work. What he said was, 
that when the teachers had done good 
service to the State in the school they 
should be permitted to do exactly what 
they pleased in their own private leisure, 
which was not outside the limits of the | 
propriety demanded from a school teacher. 

Under this new era what ‘he insis ted | 


upon was, that when the managers ap 
pointed a teacher they should appoint a 
teacher and not a parochial factotum. 
When appointments of this kind had 


| been made in the past other matters had 


been brought into consideration, and_ it 
very often happened that the best man 
had not been appointed, and the man 


/appointed was generally a person who 
| had undertaken to perform all sorts of 
| extraneous 


duties. He did not blame 
the Church parsons in this matter. He 
had in his hand a brief extract from the 
first circular which was sent down to 
9" principal training — signed by 
Kay-Shuttleworth & E. G. Tuffnall.” 
They sent a memorandum to yt training 
college principals advising them as to the 
lines along which the training of the 
teachers should go. It was advice to the 
principals of the training colleges of an 
official character as to what the State’s 
ideal was in the matter of training 
teachers. This memorandum says :— 
“In the formation of the character of the 
schoolmaster, the discipline of the training 
college shoul i be so devised as to prepare him 
for the modest respectability of his lot. With- 
out the spirit of self-denial, he is nothing. 
His reward must be in his work. Thereshoul 
be great simplicity in the life of such a man. 
Obscure and secluded schools need masters of 
a contented spirit, to whom the training of the 
children committed to their charge has charms 
sufficient to concentrate their thoughts and 
exertions on the humble sphere in which they 
live, notwithstanding the pe of a life 


| but little superior to the level of the surround. 


ing peasantry. When the scene of the teacher's 
exertions is in the neighbourhood which brings 
him into association with the middle and upper 
classes of society, his emoluments will be 
greater, and he will be surrounded by tempta- 
tions which, in the absence of a suitable pre- 
paration of mind, might rob him of that 
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humility and gentleness which are among the 
most necessary qualifications of the teacher of 
a common school.” 

Now came the point to which he desired 
to call special attention, The statement 
went on— 

‘*He should be accustomed to the perform. 
ance of those parochial duties in which the 
schoolmaster may lighten the burden of the 
clergyman. For this purpose he should learn 
to keep the accounts of the benefit club. He 
should instruct and manage the village choir, 
and should learn to play the organ.” 

That being the State’s ideal 60 years ago, 
he did not complain that the village parson 
felt justified in calling into requisition 
these teachers. But a great deal of water 
had gone under London Bridge since that 
time, and whilst he thought the teacher 
should assist in every way yet he should 
he permitted in his leisure time to do 
what he pleased, always provided that he 
did nothing outside the limits which pro- 
riety expected of him, and provided that 
he did nothing which would exhaust the 
energies required for the performance of 
his ordinary duties he had no objection 
to the teacher playing the village organ. 
If he were a village teacher he thought 
that he should apply for the post because 
it would be a very agreeable change. 
He should, however, have to learn to play 
the instrument first. He had no objection 
to the teacher using his services in any 
way he pleased providing he did not 
exhaust himself, and providing it did not 
militate against the teacher performing 
his proper work. Cases had come under 
his notice where a small School Board 
had said toa teacher seeking an appoint- 
ment: “The last teacher played the 
church organ, and if you are going to get 
this appointment you must do so.” He 
had no objection to a teacher playing the 
organ if he liked to do so, but he objected 
to it if it was made a condition of his 
obtaining and retaining his situation. 
He admitted that in recent years there 
had been a very great improvement in 
the matter of this particular question. 
He could very well remember that within 
the last fifteen years more than half of 
the advertisements for teachers for volun- 
tary schools began with three words, 
“School, organ, choir,” but still it was 
much too often a condition precedent 
that if a teacher wished to get an appoint- 
ment he had to take other duties to those 
of the school. The hon. Member pro- 
duced a copy of the School Guardian, 
the organ of the National Society, for 
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21st June, 1900, in which there were six 
advertisements for head teachers, and in 
four cases the requirements included 
qualifications which were extraneous to 
those of school teacher, the qualifications 
being made a condition precedent to 
appointment. No doubt payments were 
made in many cases for these extra 
services, but that was not the point. 
The condition narrowed the circle of 
selection. They were now giving the 
local authority power over secular in- 
struction, and anything which militated 
against the teacher's proper discharge of 
his duties as secular instructor was a 
matter over which the authority should 
have a veto. His point simply was, if 
the teacher wished to do these things— 
playing the organ, superintending the 
Sunday school, and singing in the choir 
—by all means let him do so, Iut he 
should not be compelled to do them, and 
he should be able to give them up if he 
thought fit. Some time ago he sent out 
a circular to the teachers in certain 
counties on this subject, and in their 
replies, some of which the hon. Member 
read to the Committee, they made it 
clear that the extra duties, with some of 
them, were made a condition precedent 
to their engagement, and that they could 
not give them up without prejudice to 
their office. These things might have 
been tolerable in the past, but they were 
not so now, when the money came out 
of the public funds. This problem would 
be vastly improved under this Bill, be- 
cause candidates for teacherships would 
have six managers to deal with instead 
of one. He had no doubt that where in 
the past it had been possible to make 
appointments with such — conditions 
attached, it would not be so_ possible 
in the future. If a teacher refused to 
perform these duties he might be dis- 
missed by the managers, but the local 
authority on appeal by the teacher could 
veto the dismissal. He hoped he rightly 
interpreted the effect of the appeal to 
the local authority. He begged to move. 


Amendment proposed, sfter the last 
Amendment— 

* To insert the words, ‘ Provided also that it 
shall not be lawful for any body of managers 
to make it a condition of appointment in the 
case of any teacher, that the said teacher shall 
undertake to perform or to abstain from per- 
forming any duties outside the ordinary school 
hours or unconnected with the ordinary work 
of the schook.’”—(Dr Macnamara.) 
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Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


(6.30.) Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said that 
although he was not disposed to recommend 
the Committee to adopt this Amendment, 
he had nothing to complain of either in 
the tone of the statement made by the 
hon. Gentleman or in the matter of it. 
He had gone very completely into the 
question in a Spirit of great moderation. 
He gathered that the hon. Member 
agreed that it would be a great pity if 
the Committee were to suggest or, still 
more, to lay down in exact terms that 
a schoolmaster should do nothing except 
teach the children secular instruction in 
the school. It would be a great injury 
tothe schoolmaster, because in many 
cases the school master could earn an addi- 
tion to his salary, and it would be a great 
injury to the parish, because in many 
out-of-the-way parishes there was practi- 
cally nobody who could aid a certain 
side of parochial life except the parson 
and other religious ministers in the 
parish and the schoolmaster. I[t would 
beas profound a pity to limit the activity 
of the schoolmaster to his scholastic 
duties as it would be to limit the duties 
of the clergy strictly to their clerical 
work. On these points hethonght the 
Committee on both sides of the House 
would probably be in agreement with 
the hon. Gentleman and himself. Then 
the question arose—Was there likely, 
under the Bill as it now stood, to be such 
anabuse of this practice as to make it 
now desirable to add the rather elaborate 
provision which the hon. gentleman pro- 
posed by his Amendment ? He thought 
not. From the hon. Gentleman's own 
statement it must be evident that the 
protection already given to the school- 
master was of so elaboratea kind that 
any further elaboration was hardly 
necessary. To begin with, his salary 


would be paid for teaching in the 
school, and for that alone. It could 


not include in the future, as it had in 
the past, payment for anything outside 
the work in the school during school 
hours. The education authority would be 
acting illegally, and would be liable to 
surcharge, if they permitted any of the 
money they gave to the schoolmaster to 
be payment for work in the Sunday 
school, or in connection with the choir 
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or the service of the church. Therefore, 


if the schoolmaster had to do anything 
outside his strict scholastic duties, he 
must do it because he liked it, or because 
it was worth his while. There was 
another great protection. He admitted 
that there were cases, he hoped not 
many, in which teachers, already over- 
burdened by their strictly scholastic 
duties, were obliged, in order to keep 
their places, to do other work during 
the few hours of rest which Saturday 
afternoon or Sunday might give them, 
but by the Bill that was absolutely 
stopped. There could be no doubt that 
by thus overburdening the teachers, 
their etliciency as teachers of secular 
education would be interfered with, and 
therefore the education authority would 
have, not only the right, but the duty, 
to intervene. In the third place, it was 
quite clear that if any contract was 
entered into between a teacher and the 
managers beiore the teacher was nomi- 
nated and appointed, the whole sanction 
for that contract was removed by the 
Bill. If the teacher was threatened with 
dismissal for refusing to fulfil such a 
contract, he could appeal to the education 
authority. That appeal would be heard 
by the education authority, and they 
could entorce their view of the matter. 
He hoped that he had made the position 
so clear to the Committee that they 
would see that they would be doing no 
good to the teachers or to the managers 
'y cumbering the Bill with this condi- 
tion, which he thought was_ perfectly 
unnecessary. either in educational or the 
personal interests of the teachers. 


Mr. ELLIS GRIFFITH (Anglesey) 
said that the Amendment could do no 
harm, and might do good, as it only 
asked that the managers should not 
make it a condition of the appointment 
of a teacher that he should do parochial 


work. As the Bill stood, the managers 
might appoint a schoolmaster, and 


promise to give him a salary of £150 a 
year provided he did extraneous work. 
He earnestly asked the Government to 
accept the Amendment, which only 
carried out the ideas of the Prime Minister 
himself. 


Mr. YOXALL said he thought 
the First Lord of the Treasury 
20 
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was mistaken in supposing that the 
payment of the salary by the education 
authority would prevent the performance 
of extraneous tasks being made a con- 
dition precedent to the appointment of a 
teacher. The thing would work out in 
this way. The vicar, or the church- 
wardens, or the denominational managers 
would convey to a given candidate 
that if he would consent to undertake 
certain parochial duties on Sunday, he 
would be placed in the way of obtaining, 
after his nomination and appointment, 
from the education authority a salary 
for performing the secular work of the 
school. In that way they might induce 
him to do Sunday School work, play the 
organ, superintend the clothing club, 
and for these offices he might receive 
£5 or £10 per year. This was not such 
a new thing as the First Lord of the 
Treasury supposed ; and he was afraid 
that the alteration proposed to be made 
in the Bill would not remove the ground 
of complaint which existed in many 
eases. He recognised the difficulty in 
laying down a hard and fast line, but 
he suggested to the First Lord of the 
Treasury that the right hon. Gentleman 
should take time to consider this 
matter, and whether another course 
might not be possible. In justice to the 
teachers and to the efficiency of the 
schools, he hoped that the First Lord 
would not absolutely refuse to accept 
this Amendment altogether. 


LorD EDMUNDFITZMAURICE(Wilt- 
shire, Cricklade) said that this matter had 
been exclusively discussed hitherto from 
the point of view of the teachers, and he 
asked the Committee to consider it from 
the point of view of the local authority. 
It appeared to him that the Amendment 
would be a great advantage and protec- 
tion to the local authority as well as to 
the teachers. Unless he entirely misin- 
terpreted the Bill, the local authority 
would be in a very difficult position 
when fixing the salaries of the teachers. 
They would not know what the exact 
position of the teachers was to be, and 
whether they were, or were not, expected 
to perform other duties than those con- 
nected with the school. It had been 
pointed out that under the Code an 
attempt had been made to make it 
clear that the salaries of the teachers 


were not to be paid except for duties in 


Mr. Yoxail, 


{COMMONS} 





Bill. 


connection with the school, but that it 
had been exceedingly difficult to keep to 
that rule. In certain parishes the teacher 
were expected to play the organ, and even 
to perform the duties of the sexton. If 
the Government did not insert this 
power tonight, he hoped they would take 
another opportunity of doing so. He 
asked the First Lord of the Treasury to 
complete the admirable work he had 
commenced, and make a clean job of the 
matter. 


(6.47.) Srp ROBERT FINLAY said that 
every member of the Committee would 
be in entire sympathy with the hon. 
Member who moved the Amendment. 
But it would be clearly wi/tra vires for the 
managers to impose an extraneous duty 
on a teacher as a condition of employ- 
ment. They could no more impose a 
condition of that kind than they could 
impose conditions astothesalary. There 
were six managers, of whom the majority 
were laymen, and two were appointed by 
the local authority; and there was the 
veto of the local authority on the appoint- 
ment and dismissal of teachers, which 
he had no doubt would be at once exer- 
cised if a man was dismissed for not 
perforining duties he was not selected to 
perform; so that the protection was 
ample. Jt was not, in his opinion, wise 
to multiply minute provisions of this kind. 
Even if it were found that the six 
managers were guilty of attempting to do 
that which the Section would not allow, 
the hon. Member could trust the veto of 
the local education authority. He hoped 
the hon. Member would not consider it 
necessary to press this Amendment. 


Mr. ASQUITH (Fife, E.) expressed 
surprise at the interpretation which the 
hon. and learned Gentleman had _ placed 
upon the Clause, which amounted to this, 
that, in the opinion of the Attorney 
General, under the Clause as it stood it 
would be ulfra vires for the managers to 
make the performance of any non-scholasti¢ 
duty a condition of the teacher’s appoint- 
ment. 
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Stir ROBERT FINLAY said that 
that was not what he said. What he said 
was that it would be wlfra vires for the 
managers to impose other duties which 
were to be covered by the salary paid by 
the local authority, which was rather a 
different proposition. 
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Mr. ASQUITH said that that distine- 
tion showed the necessity for the Amend- 
ment. It was clear that the question of 
the protection which the Prime Minister 
agreed the teachers ought to have was 
not traversed by the Amendment of his 
hon. friend. It was not given by the 
Clause. He agreed that the debate had 
been conducted ina fair and temperate 
spirit on both sides of the House, and he 
agreed that the protection was increased, 
but in this matter it must be remembered 
that there was a long, inveterate, and 
traditional practice to be overcome. Ina 
large number of denominational schools 
the teachers had always been appointed 
on condition that in their spare hours 
they should perform parochial duties. 
They could not change that position. 
The pressure brought to bear on managers 
by persons interested in the Church to 
keep to the old system would be so strong 
that unless there were the prohibition of 
an Act of Parliament the system would 
be continued. | Nobody objected to the 
schoolmasters utilising their spare hours 
in these matters, but on the other hand 
the State had the right to demand their 
best labour and best ability. This was a 
very important matter. It was not 
suliiciently covered in the Clause as it 
stood. The Prime Minister agreed that 
the principle of the Amendment ought to 
be adopted, and the House was also 
practically unanimous upon the matter. 
That being so, why should not they put 
the effect of what they agreed upon on 
the Statute Book ? 


*Mr. DUKE (Plymouth) said he was 
glad that the objection to this Amend- 
ment on the part of the Government 
was not one of principle. The objection 
to its acceptance was the overloading of 
the Bill with matters of detail. That 
was an objection that every one took in 
common with the Prime Minister, but he 
hoped the right hon. Gentleman would 


see his way at a later stage to reconsider | 


this matter and accept the principle which 
underlay the Amendment. No doubt 
it would be a breach of trust to apply 
as remuneration for extraneous duties 
a part of the money given for payment of 
salaries, and no such breach of trust was 
probable, but there was a further question 
to be considered. The question was 
whether willingness and ability to per- 
form extraneous duties were to be con- 


{28 OcToBER 1902} 


Bill. 1006 


siderations in the appoint ment of teachers. 
If that was maintained the matter was 
far more serious, because the first thing 
the managers would do would be to 
inform themselves as to whether the 
schoolmaster was one who would bind 
himself to perform these duties. The 
candidate who was willing and able would 
be welcome, while the candidate who was 
not, though educationally more efticient, 
would be unwelcome. He did not wish 
to labour the point; all he desired to 
add was the observation that this was 
a Bill that was not regarded without 
jealousy, not only among the political 
supporters of hon. Gentlemen opposite, 
but also the political supporters of mem- 
bers on the Government side of the 
House. There were those who heartily 
supported the Bill but felt that it was 
a new departure in education which 
needed to be watched and safeguarded. 
He trusted the Leader of the House 
would have regard to that jealousy, 
because jealousy was a factor which 
would affect the working of the Bill, 
and that in this matter, which did not 
involve a question of principle, and where, 
in the words of the Attorney General, 
the interests of the teachers were to be 
safeguarded, the right hon. Gentleman 
would see if it were not possible to meet 
the demand of the hon. Member for North 
Camberwell at any rate by drafting a 
form of contract for teachers which 
would make clear the actual conditions 
of their appointment. 


Sir JAMES JOICEY (Durham, 
Chester-le-Street) hoped after the general 
expression of opinion in favour of the 
Amendment, the right hon. Gentleman 
would see his way to accept it. He thought 
it would be found that throughout the 
country the schoolmasters were only too 
glad to assist in Church matters, but in 
ninety-nine cases out of a hundred the 
great grievance was that there was no 
additional payment for the services. He 
could see no reason why the Amendment 
could not be accepted. 


(6.58.) Mr. JOHNSTONE (Sussex, 
Horsham) asked the First Lord of the 
Treasury if he could not see his way to 
give the substance of the Amendment. He 
fullyagreed with what had been said about 
overloading the Bill, and it appeared to 
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him that the Committee had been engaged 
too long in trying to paint the lily and 
gild refined gold. Personally he did 
not think the Amendment was necessary ; 
he thought all that was necessary could 
be done under the Bill as it stood ; but 
the teachers would value the substance 
of these words very much, and it would 
also convey to them the message that 
the House of Commons appreciated their 
ditticulty. 


Sir W. HART DYKE (Kent, Dart- 
ford) expressed the opinion that the 
Committee were devoting a great deal of 
time to a matter not worth discussion. 
All were agreed as to what was to be 
secured, and that was, once and for all for 
Parliament to put its foot down upon a 
very evil system. He was very much 
opposed to burdening the Clause with 
these words, but he hoped the First Lord 
ot the Treasury would go further than he 
had done in his speech, and would give 
them an assurance that words should be 
introduced, either in some future clause 
of the Bill or in the Code itself, specifi- 
cally declaring that this evil system was 
illegal. 


Sin JOHN GORST said this matter 
could be perfectly well dealt with in the 
Edueation Code. At the present moment 
it was required under the Code that the 
engagement of every teacher shoul’ be 
made in writing. There was a orm 
specially prepared, and there was nothing 
in the form of that engagement which 
gave any encouragement whatever to 
extraneous tasks. 


Dr. MACNAMARA: It does not ex- 


clude them. 


Sir JOHN GORST said that was so, 
but it discouraged them in so far that the 
mode] form of agreement did not exclude 
extraneous tasks. It was very easy to go 
a little further, and there was no difficulty 
whatever in the Government now making 
a promise to consider the propriety of 
providing that the engagement between 
the teacher and his employers should be 
made according to a specific form, and 
that that form should specitically exclude 
any extraneous tasks, and that the Board 
of Education would not recognise any 
teacher who was engaged in any other 
form than that laid down in the Code. 

Mr. Johnstone. 
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Mr. HUMPHREYS-OWEN said it 
appeared to him that for the purpose of 
aiding those who had to administer this 
Act it would be much better if this were 
embodied in the Clause; it would not 
have the same weight if embodied in the 
Code. There was another point, also ; if 
it were embodied in the Code, when the 
Code came before the House, if the form 
of agreement were not satisfactory the 
Government might not be in so friendly 
a mood as at present. Therefore he 
hoped the Government would give way 
on this trifling point, and get to other 
business. 


Sir WILLIAM ANSON said all were 
agreed as to what was wanted, but they 
differed as to the means by which the desire 
should be effected. It had been suggested 
thatit might be effected by the introduction 
of words in the Code next year, and he 
would undertake that this matter should 
be dealt with in the Code of next year in 
the sense in which the Committee evi- 
dently wished it to be dealt with. He 
could not help feeling that this course 
would be very much better than en- 
cumbering the Bill with the proposed 
words. 


Mr. ALFRED HUTTON contended 
that the responsibility for this matter 
should lie with the local authority and 
not with the Board of Education. The 
Committee had had the painful experience 
in the past of the inability of the Board of 
Education to enforce such a provision in 
its own Code. The right hon. Gentle- 
man had previously said that the local 
authority would be able to override the 
Code, and therefore the responsibility in 
a matter of this kind should be laid on 
the local authority. Would the hon. 
Member the Secretary to the Board ot 
Edueation undertake to put in the Corea 
provision that the terms of agreement 
come to between the managers and the 
teacher should be submitted for the 
approval of the local education authority ! 


Sir WILLIAM ANSON thought that 
when the local education authority was 
asked for its consent to the appointment 
of the teacher, it might reasonably ask to 
see the terms of agreement. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE advised tlie 
Committee to insist on the insertion of 
the Amendment in the Clause. At the 
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moment the attention of hori. Members | 
on both sides of the House, and the atten- 
tion of the country, was fixed on this 
matter, and whatever pressure was 
brought to bear upon the Board of Edu- 
cation would be in the direction of 


getting rid of this grievance. Directly 
the Bill was passed, the attention 


which was now fixed upon the subject 
would be relaxed, and by the time an 
opportunity came for discussion of the 
Code, extraneous influences would be 
brought to bear on the Board of Educa- 
tion, influences very difficult for the 
House to deal with. It was of no use to 
attempt to disguise the fact, and it was 
only necessary to read the resolutions in 
reference to the Bill passed in Convoca- 
tion to know whence the influence came. 
The terms of the contract might clear up 
the question of extraneous duties, but 
the inquiries with regard tothe qualifi- 
cations of the teacher would have been 
gone into and the man selected on the 
question of extraneous duties before the 
contract came into the matter at all. 
The whole question was whether these 
matters ought to be taken into account 
in the selection of the teacher. The 
Code and the form of contract did 
not affect the point. He hoped the 
Committee would insist on settling the 
matter now, and not permit it to be 
deterred to the Code. 


Mr. BOUSFIELD (Hackney, N.) hoped 
that the Committee would not risk losing 
the substance by grasping at the shadow. 
Most hon. Members were in favour 
ot the substance which was embodied 
in the concession of the Government, 
but many objected to the form of the 
Amendment. He did not agree with 
those who considered that the managers 
ought to be prevented by hard and fast 
legisiation from taking into account the 
willingness or ability of a teacher to 
perform certain duties. He fully agreed 
that teaching efficiency ought not to be 
sacrificed for these extraneous duties, 
but there were many parishes the condi- 
tion of which was such that as between 
two teachers of equal teaching ability 
these outside matters might very well 
be a determining factor. The risk of 
their being the determining factor should 
be provided against, and the Government 
had promised to see to that. While they 


all agreed as to the substance—that in 
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no case should teaching efficiency be 
sacrificed to any extraneous consideration 
—they could not accept the hard and 
fast provision that extraneous matter 
should never be taken into account, and 
therefore they would have to vote against 
the Amendment. 


Mr. LOGAN (Leicestershire, Har- 
borough) thought it quite possible to find 
away out of the difficulty. Everybody ade 
mitted that it was unfair that the teacher 
should be asked to carry out certain 
duties not connected with education. He 
suggested, therefore, that as this was not 
a matter of life or death to the Govern- 
ment, the right hon. Gentleman should 
allow his followers to vote as they liked 
on the question. The teachers of the 
country would then get all they asked, 
viz., simple justice. 


Mr. SAMUELEVANS said there need 
really be no division. The language on 
the other side had been quite as strongly 
in favour of such an Amendment as the 
speeches on the Opposition side. All 
were agreed as to what they wanted ; the 
question was whether it should be in the 
Bill or in the Code. Were they to be 
satisfied with a promise that it should be 
in the Code?) Managers never read the 
Code right through, but they would read 
this Bill. It would therefore be much 
better that the provision should be in- 
serted in the Bill] itself.. 


Dr. MACNAMARA was profoundly 
grateful to the Committee for the way in 
which they had considered the question, 
and to the Prime Minister for the attitude 
he had taken up. The suggestion had 
been made that the memorandum of 
agreement in the Code should be 
strengthened so as to render it impossible 
for these encroachments to be made 
matters precedent to appointment. He 
knew what he was talking about in these 
matters, and he declared that the under- 
taking given by the Parliamentary 
Secretary would, from his point of view, 
and from the point of view of the teaching 
profession, be an admirable settlement of 
this question. His view was that the 
promised alteration would remove this 
long-standing grievance, and as far he 
personally was concerned he asked leave 
to withdraw the Amendment. 
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Leave being refused, 


(7.24.) Question put. 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Allan, Sir William (Gateshead) 
Allen,CharlesP.(Gloue. Stroud 
Asquith, Rt. Hn. HerbertHenry 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Barlow, John Emmott 
Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Bel!, Richard 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brigg, John 

Brown, George M. (Edinburgh) 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 

Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen), 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dunean, J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 

Ellis, Jolin Edward 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fuller, J. M. F. 
Gladstone, Rt Hn. Herbert. John 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grey, Rt. Hon. Sir E.( Berwick) 
Grittith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Sir William 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harwood, George 

Hayne,Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 


Agy-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Aard, Sir John 

Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh 0. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balcarres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch'r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, RtHn. Gerald W. (Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownagygree, Sir M. M. 


{COMMONS} 


246. 


AYES, 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 


Horniman, Frederick John 


Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 


Bill. 


Price, Robert John 
Priestley, Arthur 


feckitt, Harold James 


Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. | Rea, Russell 
} 


Jacoby, James Alfred 

Joicey, Sir James 

Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kinloch,SirJolnGeorge Smyth 
Kitson, Sir John 

Lambert, George 
Lambton,Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Langley, Batty 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese, SirJosephF. (Accrington 
Leng, Sir John 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Logan, John William 


Reid, Sir R. Threshie( Dumfries 
| Rigg, Richard 
| Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Roe, Sir Thomas 
Runciman, Walter 
Schwann, Charles E. 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Statford) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 
Spencer, Rt HnC. R. (Northants 
Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E.) 
Thomas, F’. Freeman-(Hastings 


Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. | Thompson, DrEC{Monagh’n, N 


M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) | 


M'‘Kenna, Reginald 
Manstield, Horace Rendall 
Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 


Thomson, F. W. (Y orks, W.R.} 
Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Chatles Philips 





Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mather, Sir William 
Morgan,.J. Lloyd(Carmarthen) 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Moss, Samuel 

Moulton, John Fletcher 
Newnes, Sir George 

Norman, Henry 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Palmer, SirCharlesM.( Durham 
Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 

Perks, Robert William 
Philipps, John Wynford 


Wallace, Robert 

Walton,John Lawson(Leeds,s. 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Weir, James Galloway 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whiteley,George (York, W.R.) 
Whutley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson, Fred. W. (Norfolk, Mid. 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
W vodhouse,SirJ T. (Hudderstf'd 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Samuel Evans and 





Pickard, Benjamin 
Pirie, Duncan V. 


NOES. 


| Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 
| Blundell, Colonel Henry 
| Bond, Edward 
| Boscawen, Arthur Grittith- 
| Boulnois, Edmund 
| Boustield, Willian Robert 
| Bowles, Capt. H. F.( Middlesex 
| Bowles,T. Gibson (King’s Lynn 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
| Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Bull, William James 
Bullard, Sir Harry 
Butcher, John George 
| Campbell, RtHnJ. A.(Glasgow) 
| Carew, James Laurence 
Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W. (Derbyshire 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 


Sir Edward Strachey. 


Chamberlain, RtHn.J.A( Wore. 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 

Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coddington, Sir William 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Colomb, Sir John Charles Ready 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 

Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Cust, Henry John C. 
Dalrymple Sir Charles 
Davies,SirHoratioD.(Chatham 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 








Chamberlain, Kt. Hon.J.(Birm. 


Digby, John K. D, Wingtield- 
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Dorington, Rt. Hon. Sir John E. 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxtord,Sir William Theodore 
Dyke, Rt.Hon. Sir William Hart 
Elliott, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon, Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJ.(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, PhilipS.( Warwick,S. W. 
Gardner, Ernest 

Garfit, William 
Gibbs, Hon. Vicary (St. Albans) 
Godson, Sir Augustus Frederick 
Gordon, Maj Evans-(T’r H’mlets 
Gore, Hn.G.R.C. Ormsby-(Salop 
Gore,Hon. S. F.Ormsby-(Line. 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen. Hon. ¢ reorge Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Greene, SirE W (BuarySEdm nds 
Greene, Henry D.(Shrewsbury) 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Gietton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Groves, James Grimble 

Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Gunter, Sir Robert 

Hain, Edward 

Hall, Edward Marshall 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hambro, Charles Erie 
Hamilton, Rt Hn LordG.(Midd’x 
Hardy, Laurence( Kent, Ashf'rd 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslam, Sir Alfred S$, 

Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Sir Alexander 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 
Higginbottom, S. W. 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hcbhouse, Henry (Somerset, E. 
Hope.J.F.(Shettield, Brightside 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Howard, John( Kent, Faversh’m 
Howard.J. (Midd., Tottenham) 
Hozier, Hon James HenryCecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 


It being after half-past seven of the | 





| 
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Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jettreys, Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred. 
Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 
Kennaway,Rt.Hon.SirJohnH. 
Kennedy, Patrick James 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W. (Salop 
Keswick, William 

Kimber, Henry 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Win. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lecky, Rt. Hn. William Edw. H. 
Lee, Arthur H.(Hants, Fareham 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockie, John 

Long,Col. Charles W. (Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter (Bristol,S. 
Lowe, Francis William 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lueas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Iver,SirLewis( Edinburgh W 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
Malcolm, lan 

Manners, Lord Cecil 

Maxwell, RtHnSirH. E( Wigt’n 
Milner, Rt. Hn. Sir FrederickG. 
Milvain, Thomas 

Montagu, G. (Huntingden) 
Montagu, Hon. J. Scott (Hants 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, Robt. Jasper (Shropshire) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, RtHnA.Graham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Newdevate, Francis Alexander 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Sir Gilbert 

Pease, Henry Pike Darlington 
Peel, HonWm. Robert Wellesley 
Pemberton, John $8. G. 

Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 








Bill, 


Pym, C. Guy 

Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rattigan, Sir William Henry 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renwick, George 

Richards, Henry Charles 
Ridley, Hn. M. W. (Stalybridge 
Ridley,S.Forde(Bethnal Green 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon.Chas. Thomson 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Harry 8. (Limehouse) 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seely, Maj.J.E.B. (Isleof Wight 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, E.) 
Smith, Jas. Parker (Lanarks. ) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Stanley, Hen. Arthur (Ormskirk 
Stanley, Edward Jas. (Somerset ) 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs. ) 
Stewart, SirMarkJ. M‘Taggart 
Stone, Sir benjamin 

Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt HnJ.G.(OxfdUniv. 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent, Col. SirCEH (Sheffield 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Walrond, RtHn.SirW illiamH. 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Welby, Lt-Col. A.C. E. (Taunton 
Welby, Sir CharlesG. E. (Notts. 
Whiteley, H. ( Ashton und.Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willoughby de Ereshy, Lord 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, A. Stanley(York, E.R ) 
Wilson,J. W.(Worcestersh. N.) 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C.B. Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Younger, William 
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TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hood and Mr. Anstruther. 


(7.38.) Question put, “That the Ques- 


clock, the Chairman proceeded to inter- | tion ‘That the words of the Clause to the 


rupt the proceedings of the Committee. 


Whereupon Mr. BALFOUR rose in his 


place, and claimed to move, “That the 
Question ‘That the words of the Clause 


to the word “school,” in line 17, inclusive, 
stand part of the Clause,’ be now put.” 


Noes, 109. 


word “ school,” in line 17, inclusive, stand 
part of the Clause,’ be now put.” 


The Committee divided :—Ay es, 242 ; 
(Division List No. 431.) 
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Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Aird, Sir John 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt.Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balearres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour,CaptainC. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour,Rt.Hn GeraldW.( Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Bathurst,Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 
Bigwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Boulnois, Edmund 

soustield, William Robert 
Bowles, Capt. H.F. (Middlesex 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Brymer, William Ernest 

Bull, William James 

Bullard, Sir Harry 

Butcher, John George 
Campbell, Rt.Hn.J.A.(Glasgow 
Carew, James Laurence 
Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, VC W.( Derbyshire 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon..J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain, RtHn.J.A( Wore. 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thomas H.A.E. 
Coddington, Sir William 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Colomb,SirJ ohn CharlesReady 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Cust, Henry John C. 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies,SirHoratioD. (Chatham 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Digby, John K. D. Wingtield- 
Dorington,Rt. Hon. SirJohnE. 
Doughty, George 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 


Doxtord, SirWilliam Theodore | 


Duke, Henry Edward 


{COMMONS} 
AYES. 


| Dyke,Rt. Hon. SirWilliam Hart 


| Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas | 


| Faber, George Denison (York) 
| Fardell, Sir T. George 


| Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward | 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJ.(Mane’r | 
| Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst | 


| 


| Finch, George H. 

| Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 

| Fisher, William Hayes 

| Fitzroy,Hon. Edward Algernon 

| Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 

| Flower, Ernest 

| Forster, Henry William 

| Foster, PhilipS.(Warwick,S.W. 

| Gardner, Ernest 

| Garfit, William 

| Gibbs, Hon. Vicary (St. Albans) 
Godson, Sir Augustus Frederick 
Gordon, MajEvans-(T’rH’ mlets 
Gore, HnG. R.C. Ormsby -(Salop 

| Gore,Hon. 8. F. Ormsby-(Line. 

| Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir JohnEldon 
Goschen, Hon.George Joachim 

| Goulding, Edward Alfred 
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| Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 


Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockie, John 


| Long. Col. CharlesW. (Evesham 


Long, Rt. Hn. Walter( Bristol,s. 
Lowe, Francis William 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas,Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 


| Macdona, John Cumming 


Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 


| M‘Iver,SirLewis( EdinburghW 


M‘Killop,James (Stirlingshire) 
Malcolm, Ian : 
Manners, Lord Cecil 
Maxwell, RtHnsSirHE. (Wigt’n 
Milner.Rt Hon. SirFrederick G, 
Milvain, Thomas 

Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Montagu, Hon..J.Scott (Hants) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, Robt. Jasper (Shropshire 
Morrell, George Herbert 


| Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 


| Greene, SirEW(BryS Edim’nds | 


Greene, HenryD. (Shrewsbury) 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Groves, James Grimble 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Gunter, Sir Robert 
| Hain, Edward 
Hall, Edward Marshall 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, RtHnLordG(Midd’x 
Hardy ,Laurence( Kent, Ashf'rd 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslam, Sir Alfred 8. 
Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Hay, Hon, Claude George 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 
Henderson, Sir Alexander 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 
Higginbottom, 8. W. 
Hoare, Sir Samuel 


Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Howard,John( Kent, Faversh’m 


Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray ©. 
Murray, RtHn A.Graham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Newdegate, Francis A.N. 


| Nicholson, William Graham 


Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Sir Gilbert 

Pease, Herbert Pike(Darlingt’n 
Pemberton, John S. G. 
Perey, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rattigan, Sir William Henry 


_._| Remnant, James Farquharson 
Hobhouse, Henry(Somerset, E.) | 
Hope,J. F.(Shetteld, Brightside | 


| Howard, J. (Midd., Tottenham | 


Hozier, Hon. JamesHenryCecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 


Jessel, Capt. Herbert Merton 
Kennaway, Rt. Hon.SirJohnH. 
Keunedy, Patrick James 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col, W.(Salop. 
Keswick, William 

Kimber, Henry 

Lambton, Hn. Frederick Wim. 


Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow | 


Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lecky, RtHon. William Edw. H 
Lee, ArthurH. (Hants, Fareham 
| Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 


| 
| 


Renwick, George 

tichards, Henry Charles 
Ridley,Hon M. W. (Stalybridge 
Ridley,S. Forde( Bethnal Green 
Ritehie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 


nm  Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse | 


| 
| 
| 


Sackville, Col. S. G. Svopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W. 
Seely, Maj. J.E. B.(lsleof Wight 
Sharpe, William Kdward T. 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Abel H (Hertford, East) 
Smith, James Parker: Lanarks 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Stanley, Hn. Arthur(Ormskirk) 
Stanley, Edward Jas. (Somerset 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stewart Sir MarkJ. M‘Taggart 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
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Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, RtHn.J.G.(Oxf'dUniv. 
Thompson, DrE.C(Monagh’n,N 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent,Col. SirCEH.(Shettield 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Allan, Sir William (Gateshead 
Allen,CharlesP.(Glouc. Stroud 
Asquith, Rt Hon Herbert Henry 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Barlow, John Emmott 

Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Bayley, ‘Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Bell, Richard 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 

Brigg, John 

Brown, George M. (Edinburgh 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 

Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sidney Charles 

Caine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 

Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Duncan, J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 

Ellis, John Edward 

Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co. 
Fuller. J. M. F. 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grey, Rt. Hon. Sir E. (Berwick) 
Griffith, Ellis .}. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Sir William 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
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Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 

Walrond, Rt. Hn. Sir W illiamH. 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A. C.E(Taunt’n 
Welby,Sir Charles G. E. (Notts. 
Whiteley, H(Ashton-und. Lyne 


Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) | 


Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, A.Stanley(York,E. R.) 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart- 


NOES. 


Harwood, George 

Hayne, Kt. Hon.CharlesSeale- 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C, 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kinloch,Sir John George Smyth 
Kitson, Sir James 

Lambert, George 

Langley, Batty 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese, Sir Joseph F. (Accrington 
Leng, Sir John 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Logan, John William 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mather, Sir William 

Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Moss, Samuel 

Moulton, John Fletcher 
Ne-vnes, Sir George 

Norman, Henry 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Palmer,SirCharlesM. (Darham 
Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 

Perks, Robert William 
Philipps, Joha W ynford 
Pickard, Benjamin 
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Wrightson, Sir Thomas 

Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Younger, William 


T&LLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hood and Mr. Anstruther. 


Pirie, Dunean V. 

Price, Robert Jolin 

Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Russell 

Reckitt, Harold James 

Rigg, Richard 

Roe, Sir Thomas 

tunciman, Walter 

Schwann, Charles E. 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Statford) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Soares, Ernest J. 
Spencer,RtHn.C R.( Northants 
Surachey, Sir Edward 

Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E. ) 
Thomas,F. Freeman-( Hastings) 
Thomas, J A(Glamorgan,Gower 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R.) 
Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Wallace, Robert 

Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Weir, James Galloway 

White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wilson, Fred. W.( Norfolk, Mid. 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
W oodhouse,SirJ T.(Huddersf’d 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. Herbert Gladstone and 
Mr. William M‘Arthur. 


(7.48.) Question put accordingly, “That ; ‘ school,’ in line 17, inclusive, stand part 


the words of the Clause to the word 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 232; Noes, 106. 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Aird, Sir John 

Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balearres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J (Manch’r 
Baltour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 





AYES. 


Balfour, Rt HnGerald W. (Leeds , 


of the Clause.” 
(Division List No. 432.) 


Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 


Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch.) | Brooktield, Colouel Montagu 


Banbury, Frederick George 
Bartley, George C. T. 


| Brymer, William Ernest 
| Ball, Wilham James 


Bathurst, Hon. Ailen Benjamin Bullard, Sir Harry 


Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boscawen, Arthur Grithth- 
Soulnois, Edmund 

Boustield, William Robert 
Bowles,Capt. H. F. (Middlesex 








Butcher, John George 
Campbell, Rt. Hn. J. A(Glasgow 
Carew, James Laurence 
Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W. (Derbyshire 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon. J.(Birm. 
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Chamberlain, RtHn.J.A(Wore. 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 

Clive, Captain Perey A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coddington, Sir William 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Colomb, Sir JohnCharlesReady 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 

Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 

Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Cust, Henry John C. 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies,SirHoratioD.(Chatham 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dighy, John K. D. Wingtfield- 
Dorington, Rt, Hon. Sir John E. 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford.Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 

Dyke, Rt. Hn.SirWilliam Hart 
Elliet, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Faber. George Denison (York) 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEdward 
Fergusson,Rt Hn. SirJ.(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Fletcher, Rt. Hen. Sir Henry 
Forster, Henry William 
Foster, PhilipS.(Warwick,S. W 
Gardner, Ernest 

Garfit, William 

Gibhs,Hon. Vieary (St. Albans) 
Godson, Sir Augustus Frederick 
Gordon,MajEvans-(T'rH’mlets | 
Gore,HnG. R.C.Ormsby-(Salop 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Greene, SirEW(B’ryS Edmunds 
Greene, Henry D.(Shrewsbury 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Groves, James Grimble 

Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Gunter, Sir Robert 

Hain, Edward 

Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hamilton,Rt HnLordG(Midd’x 
Hardy,Laurence(Kent, Ashford 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 











Abraham, William (Rhondda) | 
Atlan, Sir William(Gateshead) 
Allen,Charles P.(Glouc.,Stroud | 
Asquith, Rt. Hn. Herbert Henry 
Atlherley-Jones, L 

Bulow, John Emmott 
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Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Sir Alexander 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 
Higginbottom, S. W. 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 
Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset, E.) 
Hope, J. F.(Sheffield, Brightside 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Howard,John(Kent,Faversh’m 
Howard, J. (Midd., Tottenham 
Hozier, Hon. James Henry Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jetireys, Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred. 
Jessel, Capt. Herbert Merton 
Kennaway, Rt. Hon. SirJohnH. 
Kennedy, Patrick James 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W. (Salop. 
Keswick, William 

Kimber, Henry 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow 
Lawrence, Sir Joseph ( Monm’th 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 
Lecky, Rt. Hn. William Edw. H. 
Lee, Athur H.(Hants., Fareham 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockie, John 

Long, Col. Chas. W.(Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter (Bristol,s 
Lowe, Franeis William 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lueas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 





| 


| M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) | 
| M‘Iver,SirLewis{EdinburghW | 
| M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire 


Malcolm, lan 
Manners, Lord Cecil 
Maxwell, RtHnSirH. E(Wigt'n | 
Milner, Rt. Hn.Sir FrederickG. 
Milvain, Thomas 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Montagu, Hon. J. Scott (Hants. ) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, Robt. J asper(Shropshire) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, Arthur H. Ay] mer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) | 
Murray,Col. Wyndham (Bath) | 
Myers, William Henry 
Newdegate, Francis A. N. 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
NOES. 
Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Bayley, Thomas (Lerbyshire) 
Bell. Richard 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brigg, John 
Brown, George M.(Edinburgh) 
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Parker, Sir Gilbert 

Pease, Herbert Pike( Darlington 
Pemberton, John 8. G. 

Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rattigan, Sir William Henry 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renwick, George 

Richards, Henry Charles 
Ridley, Hn. M. W. (Stalybridge 
Ridley,S.Forde(Bethnal Green 
Ritchie,Rt.Hon.Chas.Thomson 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Harry 8. (Limehouse) 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seely,Maj. J. E. B. (Isleot Wight) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East) 
Smith,James Parker Lanarks.) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Stanley,Hn. Arthur(Ormskirk) 
Stanley, EdwardJas.( Somerset) 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes.) 
Stewart,Sir MarkJ.M ‘Taggart 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot. Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt.Hn.J.G.(Oxf’dUniv. 
Thompson, DrE.C(Monagh’n,N 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent,Col.SirC. E H(Sheflield 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walrond, Rt Hn. Sir William H. 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C. E. (Taunton 
Welby, Sir Charles G. E.(Notts.) 
Whiteley, H.( Ashton-und.Lyne 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R.) 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Younger, William 
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TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hood and Mr. Anstruther. 


Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

i Caine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 
Causton, Richard Knight 
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‘remer, William Randal Levy, Maurice Shackleton, David James 

on “rombie, John William Lewis, John Herbert Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) Lloyd-George, David Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan) Logan, John William Soares, Ernest J. 
Duncan, J. Hastings M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) | Spencer,RtHn.C. R( Northants 
Dunn, Sir William M‘Kenna, Reginald Strachey, Sir Edward 
Edwards, Frank Mansfiela, Horace Rendall Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) | Markham, Arthur Basil Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E, 
Fitzmaurice. Lord Edmond Mather, Sir William Thomas, David Alfred (Merthyr 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) | Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) | Thomas, F. Freeman- (Hastings) 
Fuller, J. M. F. Morley. Charles (Breconshire) | Thomas,J A (Glamorgan,Gower 
iladstone,RtHn. HerbertJohn | Moss, Samuel Thomson, F. W. (York, W. R.) 

y woldard, Daniel Ford | Moulton, John Fletcher Tomkinson, James 

in murdon, Sir W. Brampton Newnes, Sir George Toulmin, George 
farcourt.Rt. Hon. Sir William | Norman, Henry Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Harmsworth, R, Leicester Norton,Captain Cecil William | Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 

re farwood, George Nussey, Thomas Willans | Weir, James Galloway 

n Hayne. Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- | Palmer,SirCharlesM.(Durham | White, Luke (York, E. R.) 

on Hemphill. Rt. Hon. Charles H. | Partington, Oswald Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Horniman, Frederick John -aulton, James Mellor Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. | Perks, Robert Williams | Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 

d- Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) Philipps, John Wynford | Wilson, Fred. W. (Norfolk, Mid. 

er Jacoby, James Alfred Pickard, Benjamin | Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 

e) Joicey. Sir Tames | Pirie, Dunean V. | Woodhouse,SirJ.T( Huddersf’d 

) me pm ae — acagg _ | Yoxall, James Henry 

t inloch,SirJchnGeorgeSmyth | Rea, Russe 

, Kitson, Sir James , Reckitt, Harold James 

Langley, Batty | Rigg, Richard TELLERS FOR THE NoES— 

t) Layland-Barratt, Francis Roe, Sir Thomas Mr. Cawley, and == Mr. 

5.) Leese, SirJoseph F.(Accrington) Runciman, Walter Robert Wallace. 

d Leng, Sir John Schwann, Charles E. 

: Whereupon the Chairman left the {school “not provided” by the _ local 





Chair to make his Report to the House. | authority. The Government had hoped 
rt | it had been made perfectly clear that the 


Committee report Progress; to sit payment of any rent whatsoever for a 


al again this evening, school made it a school provided by the 
me (aaa | local authority, but in order to satisfy 
N ray on | hon. Members they now proposed to 
EVENING SITTING. | insert these additional words. There was 

ae | a certain ambiguity in the word “ school- 

EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) | house. In the Act of 1870 it was 
BILL. | detined to include the teacher's dwelling- 

ld house ; but the managers of the denomina- 
Considered in Committee. tional schools were not bound to provide 

i. more than the premises for the school. 
- (In the Committee.) The local authority had to keep up the 
:.) school, and if they did not provide the 
ne (Mr. J. W. LowrHer (Cumberland, | teacher with a dwelling-house they would 
) Penrith) in the Chair. ]} be bound to increase his salary. There- 
; fore, if in the school-house there should 
.) Clause 8 :— be, as often was the case, a teacher's 


t- dwelling-house, the managers would not 

(9.0.) Str WILLIAM ANSON moved | be bound to provide that free of charge, 
to insert in sub-Nection (d) after “the | because, if so, that would be making a 
managers of the school,” the following | contribution towards the maintenance of 
words, “shall provide the school-house | the school. Therefore, the Government 


: free of any charge, except for the teacher’s | had included in the Amendment the 
4 dwelling-house, if any, to the local| words, not originally on the Paper, 


education authority for use as a public 
elementary school and.” This was in- 
tended to make it clear that, whether the 
school-house was owned by the managers 
in fee simple, or let to the managers on 
a lease, or simply hired by them at a rent, 
these managers must provide the school ; 
and, that being done, the schooi was a 


“except for the teacher's dwelling-house, 
if any.” This would enable the managers 
to charge a rent for the use of the teacher’s 
dwelling-house, and would also lay upon 
the managers the obligation of putting 
that dwelling, where there was one, at 
the disposal of the local education author- 
ity. By the insertion of these words 
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regarding the teacher’s dwelling-house he | far as secular educational work was con- 


had anticipated an Amendment of the 
hon. Member for Leominster, which pro- 
posed to interpret “school-house” as 
“6 ‘ 4 2 * ° ” 
not including the teacher’s dwelling. 


‘Mr. PERKS (Lincolnshire, 
Who is to fix the rent for 
dwelling ? 


Louth) : 
the teacher's 


Sir WILLIAM ANSON : Surely it is 
reasonable to suppose that the managers 
ean agree as to that with the local 
authority. 


Mr. LANGLEY (Shettield, Attercliffe) : 
Is it to he optional or compulsory on the 
part of the education authority to take 
the house ? 


Sir WILLIAM ANSON : Optional, I 
should say. If they prefer it, they can 
find a residence for the teacher away from 
the school. 





Amendment proposed 


“In page 3. line 17, after the word £ school,’ 
to insert the words ‘shall provide the school 
house free of any charge, except for the 
teacher's dwelling-house if any, to the local 
tdneation authority for use as a_ public 
elementary school and.’”—(Sir William 
Anson.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON said _ the 
original Amendment seemed innocuous, 


hut he confessed that the speech of 
the Secretary to the Education Depart- 
ment and the new words had _ not 
made it more acceptable. What they 
wanted to make clear was that during the 
whole time of school hours the school 
buildings and school rooms should be 
entirely at the disposal of the local 
authority. He was afraid these words 
would involve a very inconvenient limita- 
tion. But the most serious objection he 
had to raise was to the acceptance by the 
Government of an Amendment, in the 
name of one of their own followers, which 
entitled the trustees or owners to charge 
rent if the teacher's house formed part of 
the school buildings. That seemed to him 
totally contrary to what they had under- 
stood to be the object of the Bill. They 
had always supposed the intention to be 
to give the local authority whole control 
over the buildings during school hours, as 


Sir Willuum Anson. 


| 


| ment. 


cerned. This would interfere with that, 
and he was very sorry indeed that the 
Government had accepted the Amend. 
Who was to decide the amount of 


'rent ? Innumerable questions might arise 


| trustees 


which would lead to inevitable and jp. 
tolerable conflict. It might be that the 
or owners might demand an 
exorbitant rent and the local authority 
might find itself in the position of bei ing 
unable to obtain the necessary buildings 
for the proper working of the school. 


Mr. HUMPHREYS-OWEN : I have 
handed in a written Amendment de aling 
with this point. Can it be taken now ! 


*THE CHAIRMAN: The Amendment 
seems to deal with the question of the 
master’s house in an inverse sense to that 
held by the Secretary to the Board of 


| Education. 


Mr. HUMPHREYS-OWEN : Not only 
the master’s house but other premises as 
well which are usually connected with a 
school-house. 


Dr. MACNAMARA said the alteration 
of the Government Amendment would 
make it necessary for him—if, of course, 
it were carried—to move the deletion of 
certain added words. 


Lorp EDMUND FITZMAURICE 
suggested that the Committee should first 
deal with the original Amendment of the 
Secretary to the Education Board. What 
was really wanted was a clear definition 
of the word “ school-house.” 


Sir WILLIAM ANSON said that the 
Government took the definition of school- 
house from the Act of 1870. Therefore 
he did not imagine that there would be 
any dispute as to the first few words of 
his Amendment. He suggested that the 
Amendment should be accepted down to 
and including the words “free of any 
charge,” and “then the hon. Member for 
Montgomer yshire might move his Amend- 
ment. 


*Sir FRANCIS POWELL pointed out 
that the Act of 1870 defined the term 
school-house as including the teacher's 
house and all offices and premises belong: 


| ing thereto. 
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sir JAMES RANKIN (Herefordshire, 
‘eominster) said the object of his 
Amendment was to get a clear expression 
yf opinion from the Government on the 
point. 


*Tue CHAIRMAN: And it is the 
uceptince of the hon. Member’s 
\mendment that has caused all the 
rouble. 


Sm JAMES RANKIN: But my 
\mendment has not been embodied in 
the Government Amendment. ‘The 
Secretary to the Education Board has 
jot adopted the words “shall provide.” 
\My main point is whether the managers 
shall provide teachers’ dwellings or not. 
The Bill does not say they are not to. 


Lorp EDMUND FITZMAURICE: We 

understand the Government to agree 
that the term school-house does not 
include the teacher’s dwelling-house. 


Sr JAMES RANKIN: And I want 
to make it clear that the managers are 
not to be under the liability to provide 
i teacher’s dwelling in any case. 


Mr. ROBERT SPENCER (Northamp- 
tonshire, Mid): Has the Amendment 
ot the hon. Member for Leominster been 
accepted 4 


*THe CHAIRMAN: It has been in- 
corporated in the Government Amend- 
ment. 


Sir WILLIAM ANSON said the 
Government had never desired to depart 
from the definition of school-house given 
inthe Act of 1870. 


Mr. WHITLEY remarked that if the 
Government Amendment as amended 
were passed it would place many of 


them under a_ serious disability by ' 
cutting out some very important 
Amendments. 


*Toe CHAIRMAN: I think the hon. 
Member for Montgomeryshire had better 
move his Amendment now. 


Mr. HUMPHREYS-OWEN moved to 
insert after the word “school-house ” 
the words “together with all buildings 
and all other hereditaments usually 
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occupied or enjoyed therewith.”” He 
said it was within his knowledge that. 
in the case of many rural schools the 
outbuildings were scattered about, und 
sometimes separated altogether from the 
school-house and buildings. In order 
that there might not be disputes as to. 
the property which actually passed from 
the managers to the local authority, he. 
begged to move the Amendment. The 
words he proposed would include, for 
instance, the right to fetch water from 
a well or access to necessary buildings 
not in the ownership of the trustees. 


Amendment proposed to the proposed 
Amendment.— 

* After the word ‘schoolhouse’ to insert the 
words * together with all buildings and all other 
hereditaments usually oceupied or enjoyed 
therewith.’ ”—(Wr. Humphreys-Owen.) 


(Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words 
stand part of the proposed Amendment.” 


Sire WILLIAM ANSON was afraid he 
must this Amendment. He 
thought it was much better to retain the 
definition of the school-house as given in 
the Act of 1870. The Government only 
proposed to depart from that definition so 
tar as todeclare how much of the premises 
were to be found free of charge. Other- 
wise they did not intend to depart from 
the definition. 


Oppose 


*Sirn FRANCIS POWELL agreed that it 
would be better to adhere to the definition 


contained in the Act of 1870. If there 
were two definitions it might lead te 


considerable difficulty of which ingenious 
counsel would make much. 


Sir WILLIAM TOMLINSON (Preston) 
said there was danger that the words 
would be construed as making it the 
duty of the managers to provide the 
dwelling house. In the vast majority 
of the schools there was no dwelling 
house attached. 


Lorp EDMUND FITZMAURICE 
thought it would be better to stick to the 
definition contained in the Act of 1870. 


Mr. HUMPHREYS-OWEN said that if 
the Attorney-General could assure him 
that the two instances he gave were 
covered by the definition in the Act of 
1870 he would withdraw his Amendment. 
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Str ROBERT FINLAY said the 
definitionincluded “ offices and all premises 
belonging to or acquired for the school. ” 


Mr. HUMPHREYS-OWEN : Then I 


ask leave to withdraw my Amendment. 


Amendment to proposed Amendment, 
by leave, withdrawn. 

Sir JAMES RANKIN asked if his 
Amendment should not come next. 


*THe CHAIRMAN: It seems to me it 
has been accepted by the Government 
and moved by them. 


Sir JAMES RANKIN said the 
Government had not accepted it to the | 
extent that managers were not to be called 
upon to provide the teacher’s dwelling. 


(9.30.) Mr. BRYCE said he under- 
stood that where there was no teacher's 
house the obligation would not le upon 
the managers to build one, but where 
there was a teacher’s house it was to be 
provided as part of the school. 


Sim JAMES RANKIN thought it 
would be most unfair if those who had 
provided a school-house should not have 
the advantage of it. In cases where 
there did not exist a school-house the 
local authority should pay an additional 
salary so that he might rent a convenient 


house. The words suggested would 
satisfy him if the managers were not 


under an obligation to provide a teacher’s 
dwelling. 


Str WILLIAM ANSON said that was 
made quite plain by his Amendment, 
“Except for the teacher's dwelling, if any.” 
He thought that also met the objection 
of the hon. Baronet the Member for 
Preston, who seemed to have confused 
the terms ‘“school-house” and “teacher's 
dwelling house.” 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT said the 
question was whether the provision of a 
teacher's dwelling was part of the equip- 
ment of a sehool for elementary teaching. 
In the charge of the Archbishop of 
Canterbury he assured his clergy that, 
under no circumstances, would they have 
to subscribe anything at all. He said 
that they were not going to be liable even 
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for the ordinary repairs of the schools, 
and he stated that it would only be under 
extraordinary circumstances ‘that they 
would be called upon to pay anything, 
He thought this spirit of shabbiness on 
the part of the richest religious community 
in the world in respect of their paltry 
contributions was shocking. [ MINISTERIAL 
cries of “Oh, oh! and “© Ques stion,”] 
He was perfectly in order in what he 
had said, and he had a right to say that 
it was showing a spirit of shabbiness not 
to give up the school-house without a 
statutory consideration, and, endeavouring 
to contract out of the liability of providing 
a house for the teacher, w hich was the most 
necessary part of the school. It seemed 
They wanted to have 
everything for nothing. [Ministerial 
interruptions and cries of “ That's what 
It seemed to him that the 
people who were bound to supply the 
school, and who were to have a majority 
of two to one in the maaagement of the 
school, should also be bound to supply a 
school-house for the teacher. Did any 
one know the real condition of a great 
number of the small village schools in 
this country? It was absolutely neces- 
sary that there should be a school-house 
for the teacher attached to the school. 
This was just as necessary as the school 
itself. Of all the things created in this 
3ill the most extraordinary thing is this 
shabby attempt of the Church to get rid 
of its liability of providing a house for the 
teacher. { MINISTERIAL cries of “Oh, oh!”) 
It was to his mind perfectly shocking. 
He thought that a great many other 
people would think so too when they 
realised that the Church of England 
claimed, on account of its bricks and 
mortar contribution, that they should 
have for ever a statutory majority of 
two to one in the management of the 
school, and then endeavour, upon this 
Amendment, to escape the liability of 
providing a dwelling for the teacher in 
order to secure the few pounds which 
they would get for the rent of this 
school-house. This Amendment threw 
a light upon the spirit and the purpose 
with which this Bill was inspired. This 
was a demand which was utterly un- 
justifiable, and he should resist this 
Amendment as far as he could. 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY said _ that 


the right hon. Gentleman opposite had 
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just told the Committee that the Arch- 
bishop of Canterbury had said some- 
thing which was shocking. What he 
was perfectly certain of was that the 
greater part of the remarks of his 
right hon. friend the Member for West 
Monmouthshire were absolutely irrele- 
vant tothe Amendment under considera- 
tion. [Opposition cries of “Oh, oh!’ 
The situation was a very simple one it 
the right hon. Gentleman would con- 
sider the case. They had very often in 
a country village a teachers house 
provided as part of the school building, 
and they might have cases in which 
there might be difficulty in finding 
another house for the teacher. ‘The 
Amendment of his hon. friend would 
have the effect of requiring that the 
managers should put at the disposal of 
the local education authority, not only 
the school-house, but also the teacher’s 
dwelling house attached to the school. 
That disposed of the first charge. He 
was only referring to charges made by 
the right hon Gentleman which had 
any relevance whatever to the Amend- 
ment. The second charge was, “ Are 
you going to charge a rent for it?” 
Of course the managers ought to have 
a rent for it. 

Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: Why? 

Sir ROBERT FINLAY said if the 
right hon. Gentleman would give two 
minutes dispassionate consideration he 
would see that if the teacher got a 
school-house thrown in he would get a 
less salary. If he got £150 a year plus 
a house, he would expect £170 or £180, 
or whatever might be a fair rent for 
the house, in case he had to provide it 
himself. In many cases there were no 
teachers’ dwelling houses at all. 


Si WILLIAM HARCOURT: Then 
the managers ought to build one. 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY said the most 
convenient course was, in such a case, 
to give the teacher a higher salary and 
let him provide the dwelling house for 
himself. The right hon. Gentleman 
had said that it was a piece of shabbiness 
that the managers should not give a 
part of the salary. Did he suggest that 
the managers should be bound to build 
a dwelling house for the teacher where 
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one did not exist at the present time ! 
{An Hon. Memper: That is not the 
Amendment.] He was simply dealing 
now with the strictures of the right 
hon. Gentleman. It would be perfectly 
preposterous to place on the managers 
the obligation to build a teacher’s dwell- 
ing in cases where it did not already 
exist, for the simple reason that it would 
be more convenient to rent a house some- 
where in the neighbourhood for the 
teacher. He should strenuously oppose 
any such‘Amendment as that put forward, 
which would compel the managers to put 
up a teacher’s dwelling house. The 
Amendment proposed by his hon. friend 
exactly hit the justice of the case. 
It prevented any managers from with- 
holding the teacher's dwelling house from 
the use of the teacher, and entitled them 
to a fair payment by way of rent because 
the letting of the dwelling house to the 
teacher would reduce the salary which 
would have to be paid to the teacher 
by the local authority. 

Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON : 


fix the the rent ? 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY said it seemed 
to be a fixed idea with hon. Gentlemen 
opposite that in everything which con- 
cerned this Bill everybody would act in 
the most unreasonable way possible. 
[An Hon. MembBer: Will they agree 
upon the rent?) Of course they would, 
because they were reasonable people, and 
in case of any dispute the Board of 
Education would intervene. 


Dr. MACNAMARA said the great 
majority. of the teachers’ dwellings 
attached to voluntary schools were given 
to the teachers free of rent, and he 
thought the Government ill represented 
the Church of England if they said that, 
in the altered condition of things, the 
Church of England should charge a rent 
for those dwellings. 


sir ROBERT FINLAY: The rent is 
to be charged to the local authority, for 
if the teacher is provided with a house 
he will not receive so much salary from 
the local education authority. 


Dr. MACNAMARA said he did not 
imagine that the teacher was involved at 
all, but, as he understood the question, 
in future the local authority would be 
charged a rent for a building which had 
hitherto been used rent free. 


Who will 
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Sir WILLIAM ANSON pointed out 
that in the past the teacher's dwelling 
had affected the salary, and it would con- 
tinue to affect it when the schools came 
under the local education authority. He 
did not think they were entitled to ask 
the managers to contribute that portion. 


Dr. MACNAMARA said that at 
present the denominationalists found the 
school buildings and residences for the 
teachers. [An Hon. MEMBER: “ Not 
all of them.”] The teachers used the 
school-house rent free. {An Hon. 
Member: “ Yes, but that affects their 
salaries.”] No doubt it was so. The 
point of the matter was that the teacher’s 
salary would remain the same as at pre- 
sent. Therefore, what would happen as a 
practical issue would be this—that, where 
in the past a building had been used by 
the teacher with no rent paid, in the 
future the trustees or managers would 
get a rent for that for which in the past 
they had got no rent at all. The 
Government ill represented the Church 
of England in such a proposal. He did 
not think the Church desired to drive 
au hard bargain. Now the Attorney 
General and the Permanent Secretary 


to the Board of Education argued 
that in consequence of having — had 


these residences rent free lower salaries 
had been fixed. Did they think that the 
teacher's salary would be changed?) The 
teacher would remain the same person, 
and*he did not think that any change 
would be made in the salary. What 
would happen would be that where in 
the past a building had been used by 
the teacher rent free, in future the 
denominationalist trustees would get a 
rent for that building. He did not 
think the teacher’s salary would be 
modified at ail. Did the Attorney 
General suggest that the local author- 
ity would agree to make up this rent 
by an increase in the teacher's salary ? 


(9.45.) Sin ROBERT FINLAY replied 
that if the voluntary schools gave the 
teacher a house, at the present time 
they gave him so much less salary. 
When the local authority took over the 
school, if they got the house for the use 
of the teacher, they would continue to 
pay him so much less salary. It was 
obvious that if they got the salary re- 


duced they should recoup the owners 
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of the house, who enabled the local 
authority to obtain a teacher at a lower 
salary. 


Dr. MACNAMARA contended that 
the teacher would still get the same 
salary, and he did not think by this 
proposal they were representing the 
views of the Church of England. He 
was quite sure that where the Church 
in the past had provided a_ building 
free of rent they were prepared to 
continue that in the future. He should 
have thought it would not have paid 
a great National Church to drive a hard 
bargain like this and be rather haggling 
in a small matter of this kind. He 
thought the word “shabby ” was very 


well used in connection with these 
proceedings. 
* (9.50.) Sir FRANCIS POWELL 


pointed out that the Legislature had 
already drawn a distinction between 
the school building and the part used 
as the teacher's dwelling. The Act 
exempting elementary school from rates 
laid down that the school dwelling was 
rated and had to pay rates. Therefore 
it was clear from that Act that the 
Legislature had drawn a distinction be- 
tween the school buildings and the dwell- 
ing. He knew a case where a teacher 
had ceased to reside in the official 
dwelling, and her wages had been re- 
assessed. That was a proof that the 
value of the dwelling was taken into 
consideration when the salaries were 
fixed. Everyone who knew the working 
of the School Board system in London, 
Bradford, and all great towns, knew 
that the dwellings were not part of 
the school premises, and the teachers 
were paid a higher salary when they had 
to provide their own residences, He 
was astonished to hear that great edu- 
cationists sitting opposite did not seem 
to have the most practical elementary 
knowledge upon this subject. As re- 
garded the remarks made by the hon. 
Member for Poplar, who stated that 
there would be a difficulty in finding 
out the rent—— 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: In fixing it. 
* Sir FRANCIS POWELL thought 


the hon. Member did not give the 
education authorities much credit for 
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business capacity. A teacher's dwel- 
ling was like any other dwelling, 


and any other person acquainted with 
the management of property would 
have no difficulty in fixing the rent. He 


regretted that in dealing with a matter | 


{28 OcTOBER 1902} 


Fill. 1034 


to say that the teacher’s house was no 
concern of the managers, was one of the 
most extraordinary propositions he had 


ever heard. 


like this, which was really somewhat of a | 


commercial character, the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for West 
Monmouthshire should fulminate against 
the Church of England. 


Str WILLIAM ANSON rose to a 
point of order. He asked whether they 
should not discuss one thing ata time, 


-namely, the point raised by the pro- 


He could not | 


see how those fulminations had any | 


relevance to the matter under discussion. 
He had not read the charge of the 


Archbishop of Canterbury, but if his | 


Grace had said that the charge for the 


maintenance of those buildings would be | 


alight one his statement was not based 
upon careful consideration of the facts. 
The cost imposed by this Bill upon 
voluntary schools would be a_ heavy, 
serious, and a growing charge, and he 
felt quite sure that as far as the Church 
of England was concerned Churchmen 
would spend money upon this object to 
the utmost of their capacity. Instead 
of making this serious attack upon the 
Church of England, he thought the right 
hon. Gentleman ought to be grateful 
to the Church for the educational work 
it had accomplished. 


Srr WILLIAM HARCOURT . re- 
minded the hon. Baronet that the Arch- 
bishop had expressed the view that 
it would only be in exceptional cases, 
where a large improvement had to be 
undertaken, that the subscribers would 
be called upon in future for any sub- 
scriptions at all. 


Sm WILLIAM ANSON: That is not 
the Amendment before us. 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT said it 


was part of the same thing. It was a pro- 


posal now before the Committee. 


*Tue CHAIRMAN : I called upon the 
hon. Member for North Camberwell to 
make his speech, but he did not move 
his Amendment. 


Dr. MACNAMARA said he understood 
that the Amendment did not include 
the teacher's dwelling-house. 


*THe CHAIRMAN: What we have 
been discussing—perhaps the Committee 
will be surprised to hear it—is the 
Amendment of the Secretary of the 
Board of Education. 


Mr. WHITLEY moved an Amendment 
omitting the words from the Govern- 


ment Amendment ‘except for the 


| teacher’s 


dwelling - house, if any. 

He thought this Amendment would 
bring the subject to a clear issue. He 
did not propose to go back to the subject 
whether rent was part of salary or not. 
The ground he took was—Is it, or is it 
not, part of the bargain that these schools 
should be provided without any charge, 
including the master’s house which had 


always been taken to be part of the 


school premises? [An Hon. Member: 


|No.] There was a bargain made with 


the Bishops. The right hon. Gentleman 


| the Member for Cambridge University 
told them a little about it in a speech to 


vision for paying the repairs out of the | 


schoolmaster’s house, which, he contended, 
was an essential part of the educational 
equipment of the school, And, as to 
introducing a commercial matter into the 
discussion, that was not the fault of the 
Opposition, but of the Government and 
those who inspired them, When they 
built a new school in the country, who 
was to build a  dwelling-house for 
the schoolmaster? A school without 
ahouse for the master would be utterly 
insufficient. Really, to claim as a right 
the appointment of the teacher, and then | 
VOL. CXII. [Fourru SERIEs.] 


his constituents the otherj;day. He 
would be very much surprised if the 
right hon. Gentleman were to get up 
and say to the Committee that it was 
not understood when the Bill was drawn, 
that what the Church brought into the 
hotchpot, as lawyers said, was the whole 
of the educational equipment for the 
purposes of elementary education, includ- 
ing the master’s house where there was 
one. He could prove his contention in 
this way. The figures quoted by hon. 
Gentlemen opposite, when speaking in the 
country as to the sacrifices made in the 
great amount of money spent in years 


2P 








1035 Education 


past on educational purposes, in every 
case included the money for the teachers’ 
houses. He would go so far as to say, 
without fear of contradiction by any one 
who had a share in the drawing up of 
the Bill, that it was originally intended 
that the whole of the hereditament should 
be given free of charge in return for 
having four of the six members in the 
managing body, and in his judgment it 
was rather mean to charge a rent for the 
schoolmaster’s house. The result would 
he that in many places the Church would 
get a money value out of the Bill sufficient 
to provide an additional curate in 
addition to the two to one majority on 
the Board of school management. 


Amendment proposed to the proposed 
Amendment— 

“To leave out the words ‘except for the 
teacher's dwelling-house, if any.’” — (Jr. 
Whith y.) 


Question proposed, “That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
proposed Amendment.” 


Mr. CRIPPS (Laneashire, 
ford) said that the simple 
question was this—Is it right, as has 
been assumed, that under this Bill the 
salary of the teacher is to come out of 
the publie funds ? Hon. Members 
opposite had based a large number of 
their arguments against the Bill on the 
allegation that the whole of the salary of 
the teacher was to come from public 
funds, and that he ought not to be 
appointed to denominational schools by 
denominational managers. If it was true 
that the salary of the teacher was to 
come out of public funds, it was clear 
that the Amendment of the Secretary of 
the Board of Education was right. 


Mr. M‘KENNA said if the hon. 
and learned Gentleman was in the 
House yesterday when a_— speech 
was made by the noble Lord the 
Member for the Biggleswade Division he 
would know that they were told they 
were in error in supposing that the 
teachers’ salaries were to be met by 
public funds. The noble Lord developed 
the argument by stating that as the 
buildings were being transferred to the 
local authority, the managers were in 
fact paying part of the salary. It was 
on that ground that the noble Lord got 
the support of many members, and now, 


Mr. Whitley. 


Stret- 


business 
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the day after the battle, the hon. and 
learned Gentleman came and told the 
Committee that the salaries were to be 
paid out of public funds. Why were the 
Government playing fast and loose with 
this matter? The Act of 1870 laid 
down that the school-house included the 
master’s house, if any. He believed he 
was justified in saying that the action 
of the Government was a shabby and 
mean proceeding. They had represented 
to the country that they were going to 
get acertain asset from the denomina- 
tional schools and that asset was now 
being reduced. What the Government 
were now proposing was to make money 
out of the local authorities; in other 
words, they were asking that those 
authorities should pay the managers for 
the dwelling-houses. He trusted the 
Committee would adhere to the detinition 
in the Act of 1870. 


“Mr. HENRY HOBHOOSE said this 
difficulty would never have arisen but 
for the definition in the Act of 1870, 
which included in the term “ school- 
house,” the teacher’s dwelling. He ven- 
tured to think that many Members of 
the House, and many people outside, 
never knew until this discussion arose 
that the definition inciuded the teacher's 
house. It was realiy absurd to make 
capital out of the factthat the term school- 
house was originally inserted in the Bill. 
The term ‘“school-house’’ was not in- 
tended to be interpreted according to the 
definition in the Act of 1870, and to 
insist upon that by adopting the Amend- 
ment to the Amendment would be to 
throw an unfair burden on the managers 
of the denominational schools, 


Mr. PERKS said this was a question 
which affected the Wesleyan Cnurch as 
well as the Established Church, and cer- 
tainly the managers of the Wesleyan 
schools, in all about 500, never entertained 
the idea that they were going to receive 
rent fortheteacher’shouse. Inthecounty 
of Lincolnalmostalltheteachers’ dwellings 
were part of the school buildings, and in 
many cases building grants from the 
State had been received, not merely for 
the school, but for the teacher's house. 
It therefore seemed to him that it was 
going back on a bargain for the Govern- 
ment to suggest in the interests, not of 
the Wesleyans or the Roman Catholics, 
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but of the Church of England, that in 
respect of the teacher's house rental 
should be paid, which manifestly must 
go as an endowment to some Church 
institution in the village. It seemed to 
him, regarding this as a business transac- 
tion, when they had to balance the 
question as to who was to pay the burden, 
the County Council or the Anglican 
Church, that the Amendment was a just 


one. 


(10.20.) Coronet PILKINGTON 
(Laneashire, Newton) said he thought 
hon Gentlemen opposite did not 


take a sound view of this question. 


It was possible that they had _ too 
many leaders, and not one. He had 
come most distinctly to the con- 


clusion that the very best thing that 
could happen was that the local education 
authority should pay rent for the teacher's 
house beeause it would give that body 
more control. If they wanted the new 
education system to work well, the more 
the loeal authority paid the better, 
because it would give them more control. 
That was absolute commonsense, and he 
thought that the denominational man- 
age's and the proprietors of the schools 
were making a mistake in pressing their 
position to the Amendment. If they 
hal a sense of logic they would not 
boggle at the Amendment, but swallow 
it at onee. He should vote for the 
\mendment. He suggested to the hon 


(rentlemen opposite that they were 
rather on the wrong tack in this 


matter and that they should consent to 
the payment of the rent of the teacher's 
hou e in order to get control over him. 
Mr. BRYCE said that. his hon. friend, 
the Member for East Somerset, seemed to 
argue that this difficulty had arisen 
because no one knew the definition of 
a school!-house given in the Act of 1870 
until this Amendment came up for 
discussion. But surely the draftsman 
ot the Bill, and the Attorney General, 
and the First Lord of the Treasury knew 
the definition in that Act. They all 
remembered that when the First Lord 
intr duced the Bill he told the House 


that the consideration which was 
being given for the Bill by the 
denominations was the provision of 


the school buildings and their repairs. 
When the right hon. Gentleman said 
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that, everybody took him to mean 
buildings in the sense in which the 


phrase had been previously used ; that 
was in the sense in which the phrase 
was defined in 1870. It was not a fair 
way to treat the Committee to depart 
from the bargain held out to Parliament 
and the country in April last. The 
Government Amendment now effected a 
complete alteration of the terms on 
which the Bill was recommended to the 
country. He agreed with the hon. 
Member for Newton that the more the 
local authority paid the better would be 
their control, but he questioned whether 
the local authority would acquiesce in a 
system which would shift the burden of 
repairs from the managers tothem. He 
matntained that this was an unfortunate 
proposal in the interests of the Bill and of 
the Church of England itself, and he be- 
lieve 1 that the Government would, later 
on regret the proposal. 


Sir JAMES RANKIN said it seemed to 
him the very height of injustice to those 
who had been generous enough to build 
the school-house in conjunction with the 
school itself, that they should not have 
the benefit when the local authority took 
over the school. He believed that until 
the debate that night not a single word 
had been spoken by a Minister or a Leader 
of the Opposition mentioning that a 
teacher's dwelling-house was part of the 
school buildings. If it were laid down 
that all these poor parishes must pro- 
vide teachers’ dwellings as well as school 
buildings, it would be a sure way to turn 
quickly the denominational schools into 
provided schools. He therefore thought 
that, in justice to the denominational 
schools, the Amendment of the Secre- 
tary to the Education Department ought 
to be carried, and he hoped that the 
Committee would support it. 


Mr. HUMPHREYS-OWEN said that 
the hon. Gentleman who had moved 
the Amendment forgot that this was a 
new bargain—that those who provided 
the school-houses and the dwellings 
were going to be relieved, under the 
Bill, of a burden of something like 
£300,000 a year. On that ground, he 
insisted that the public should have the 
whole of the plant and apparatus by 
means of which elementary education 
had hitherto been carried on. 


2P2 
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Sir HENRY FOWLER said that he 


wanted to put a question to the Govern- 
ment, and also to the hon. Gentle- 
man who had just sat down. It was 
alleged that the intention of the Govern- 
ment from the first was that rent should 
be paid for the teachers’ dwelling-houses. 
Let him call attention to the Bill as 
originally introduced. Clause 18, sub- 
Section 3, set forth that— 

“In this Act, unless the context otherwise 

requires, any expression to which a special 
meaning is attached, in the Elementary Edu- 
cation Acts, IS70 to 1900, shall have the same 
meaning in this Act.” 
Now, there was an expression in the Act 
of 1870 which said that ‘“ school-house ” 
was taken to include the teacher's dwelling. 
But it was not until the Secretary to the 
Education Department placed his Amend- 
ment on the Paper that this exception 
was brought before the Committee in 
any shape or form. That was not the 
original proposal of the Government. It 
was not in the Government Bill. Why 
was it now proposed! He did not think 
it was a proposal so much in the interests 
of the Church as in the interests of the 
owners of property. He knew that in 
Scotland the schoolmaster’s house was 
universally attached to the school-house, 
and he believed that it was so in most cases 
in England. It was part of the equip- 
ment and plant which was to be handed 
over to the local education authority ; 
but it was not until four or five months 
after the Bill had been introduced that a 
new term anda new burden had been pro- 
posed to be imposed. 


Mr. J. W. WILSON (Worcestershire, 
N.) said that according to the definition 
in the Act of 1870, the whole buildings, 
including the school-house and _ the 
teacher’s dwelling, were included. If the 
Amendment were adopted, in large towns 
where the value of land was so rapidly 
increasing, the land owners would have 
the right to demand an exorbitant rent, 
or to take over part of the ground. 


Mr. YOXALL said that as a matter of 
fact, many of the teachers’ dwelling- 
houses were not fit to live in. They 
were too small, badly lighted, and ill 
supplied with water. If the — local 
authority was required to pay the rent 
for the use of these dwelling-houses, they 
should have a choice in the matter, and 
not to take them over if they were not in 
a sanitary condition. 
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Sir WILLIAM ANSON said that in 
answering another question on the same 
subject he had stated most distinctly that 
he did not consider the local education 
authority would be under any obligation 
to take over the teacher’s dwelling-house 
if they did not choose to do so. 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT said that 
the Secretary to the Board of Education 
had stated that the local authority would 
not be obliged to take over the teacher's 
dwelling-house though it was part of the 
school building. 


Sirk WILLIAM ANSON : Not obliged. 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: Then 


who is to live in it ? 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said he very 
much regretted that the Gcvernment had 
gone back on the proposal they had 
placed on the Paper. The previous night 
an hon, Gentleman opposite had objected 
to the appointment of the teachers by the 
local authority on the plea that a fair 
bargain had been made. He asked 
whether the Government, by the proposal 
they were now making, were not break- 
ing a bargain. Supposing the rent was 
charged in respect of a schoolmaster’s 
house where the school premises were 
held under the same trust deed, what 
would become of the rent? The eduea- 
tional trust was to give elementary educa- 
tion to the children of the poor. He 
wanted to know if the rent was 
to be given for educational purposes, 
or for what other purpose? Was the 
money to go to the Church, or to the 
land owners, or to the trust for cle- 
mentary education? There was one 
other point. In some cases, in addition 
to the school premises, there were endow- 
ments. He would like toknow whether 
these were to be handed over for educa- 
tional or for some other purposes. 


Str ROBERT FINLAY said that if 
the Amendment was carried the rent 
would go to the managers’ fund. and 
would be applicable to any object to 
which they could apply it within the 
terms of their trust. In regard to the 
questicn of endowments, that was a 
matter that would have to be dealt with 
separately. The «question how _ they 
should be divided between the managers 
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and the education authority would 
depend largely on the original purpose 
for which they were given. 


Str HENRY FOWLER said he wished 
that the Committee had copies of the 
trust deeds laid before them. He had in 
his possession a copy of the model trust 
deed of the National Society. This was 
the trust deed on which the land was 
conveyed— 


‘To permit the said premises and all build- 
ings thereon erected, or to be erected, to be for 
ever hereafter appropriated and used as and 
for a school for the education of children and 
adults, or children only, of the labouring, 
manufacturing, and other poor classes of the 
parish, and as a residence for the teacher or 
teachers of the said school, which said school | 
shall always be in union with and conducted in 
furtherance of the principles of the National 
Society for promoting the education of the poor 
in the principles of the Established Church.” 





He thought it would be a very strong 
order to appropriate the income derived | 
from such property to a private purpose. 


Sin ROBERT FINLAY said he thought 
the right hon. Gentleman would see that 
the money would not be devoted to any 
private purpose. It would be strictly 
applied to the purposes of the trust, and 
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for the purposes of education. The trust 
was modified somewhat by changed 
circumstances, but it was perfectly clear 


Bill. 


that if the rent was received it would go 
to the managers’ fund, and whea applied 
to the repairs of the building, was really 
being used in furtherance of education. 
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Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON asked 
whether the rent would be one of the 
receipts mentioned in Clause 13, sub- 
Section 2, which said that all receipts in 
respect of any school should be paid to 
the local education authority. 


Str ROBERT FINLAY said certainly 
not. Ifthe hon. Gentleman would look 
at the sub-Section he would see that it 
excluded sums specially applicable for 
purposes for which provision was to be 
made by the managers. 


Mr. M‘KENNA asked if the right 
hon, Gentleman had considered Section 23 
of the Act of 1870 in connection with the 
Amendment. He submitted that under 
that Section there could be no letting, 
except at a nominal rent. 


Sik ROBERT FINLAY said that 
Section 23 of the Act of 1870 had not 
the remotest application to the matter 
before the Committee. 

(10.48.) Question put. 

The Committee divided :—Ayes, 217 ; 
Noes, 111. (Division List, No. 433.) 


AYES. 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 


Bull, William James 


Davenport, William Bromley- 





Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 
Bagot,Capt.Josceline FitzRoy 
Buley, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balearres, Lord 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, RtHnGerald W.( Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bathurst, Hon. AllenBenjamin 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
signold Arthur 
Bigwood, James 
bill, Charles 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Brymer, William Ernest 





Butcher, John George 

Carew, James Lawrence 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Carvill,Patrick Geo. Hamilton 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C.W (Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J.(Birm, 
Chamberlain, RtHnJ.A(Wore. 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Cotomb, Sir John Chas. Ready 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 





Davies,SirHoratioD(Chatham 
Denny, Colonel 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 
Dimsdale, Sir Joseph Coekfield 
Dorington,Rt. Hon. SirJohn E. 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford,Sir WilliamTheodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 

Dyke, Rt. Hn.SirWilliam Hart 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes,Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson,Rt Hn.SirJ.(Mane’r 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy,Hon. Edward Algernon 
Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster,PhilipS.(Warwick,S,W 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Garfit, William 
Gibbs, Hon. Vicary(St. Albans) 
Godson,SirAugustusFrederick 
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Gordon,Maj Evans(T’rH mlets ; Lawson, John Grant 
Gore,HnGR.C.Ormsby-(Salop | Lee,Arthar H( Hants, Fareham 


Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hon. GeorgeJoachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Greene,Sir EW(B’rySEdm‘nds 
Greene, Henry D.(Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W.Raymond-(Cambs. ) 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 

Groves, James Grimble 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churehill 
Gunter, Sir Robert 

Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hall, Edward Marshall 
Halsey, Kt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hamilton, RtHnLordG(Midd’x 
Hardy,Laurence( Kent, Ashf rd 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 

Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heider, Augustus 
Henderson, Sir Alexander 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 
Higginbottom, 8. W. 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hobhouse, Henry(Somerset, E. 
Hope,J.F. (Sheftield, Brightside 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard. John(Kent,Fav’rsham 
Hozier, Hon. JamesHenry Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jettreys, Rt Hon. Arthur Fred. 
Jessel,Captain Herbert Merton 
Johnstone, Heywood 

Kemp, George 

Kennaway,Rt. Hon. SirJohnH, 
Kennedy, Patrick James 
Kenyon-Slanev, Col. W.(Salop 
Keswick, William 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence,SirJ oseph( Monm’th 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Allan, SirWilliam(Gateshead) 
Allen,CharlesP,(Glouc. Stroud 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 

Barran, Roland Hirst 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Bell, Richard 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brown,George M. (Edinburgh) 
bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies,M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Ditke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dunean, J. Hastings 
Edwards, Frank 

Ellis, John Edward 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| Purvis, Robert 
| 
| 
| 
| 


Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Long,Col.CharlesW.(Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter (Bristol,S 
Lowe, Francis William 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas,Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Macelver, David (Liverpool) 
M‘Iver,SirLewis(EdinburghW 
M‘Killop,James (Stirlingshire) 
Malcolm, Ian 

Milvain, Thomas 

Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More,Robt. Jasper(Shropskire) 
Morgan, DavidJ(Walthamst’w 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 

| Murray, RtHnA.Grabham(Bute 
| Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
| Murray,Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
| Myers, William Henry 

| Newdevate, Francis A. N. 

| Nicholson, William Graham 

| Nicol, David Ninian 

| Nolan,Col. JohnP. (Galway,N. 
| Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Sir Gilbert 

Pease, Herbert Pike(Darlingt’n 
Pemberton, John 8, G, 

Percy, Earl 





Pilkington, Lieut,-Col. Richard | 
| Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
| Wylie, Alexander 


Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 


Pym, C. Guy 
Rankin, Sir James 
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| Ridley,Hn. M. W. (Stalybridge 
Robertson, Herbert(Hackne, } 
Round, Rt. Hon. James * 
toyds, Clement Molyneux 
Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford- 
Sadler,Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Seett, Sir S. (Marylebone, W. 
Seely, Maj.J.E. B(I[sle of Wight 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Smith,JamesParker (Lanarks. 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stewart,SirMarkJ. M‘Tageart 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 2 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, RtHn.J.G.(Oxf'dUniv. 
Thompson, Dr. EC( Monagh’nN 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Walrond, Kt. Hn. Sir WilliamH 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Welby, Lt.-Col A.C. E(Taunton 
Whiteley, H( Ashton-und-Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lori 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, A.Stanley (York,E.R. 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B.Stuart- 


Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Younger, William 





femnant, James Farquharson | 


Renwick, George 
Richards, Henry Charles 


NOES. 
Evans,Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Sir William 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Joicey, Sir James 

Kearley, Hudson, E. 

Kitson, Sir James 
Labouchere, Henry 

Lambert, George 

Langley, Batty 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 





Leese,Sir Joseph F. (Accrington 


TELLERS FOR THE AYEs— 
Sir Alexander <Acland- 
Hood and Mr. Anstruther. 


Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Leng, Sir John 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
M’ Arthur, Charles (Liverpoul} 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mather, Sir William 
Middlemore,JohnThrogmort'n 
Morgan,J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Moss, Samuel 

Newnes, Sir George 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Partirgton, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 

Perks, Robert William 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Pirie, Duncan V. 

Price, Robert John 
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Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Russell 

feckitt, Harold James 

Rigg, Richard 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighs. ) 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Runciman, Walter 

Schwann, Charles E. 
Shackleton, David Jaimes 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Statford) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, Rt HnC. R.( Northants 
Stevenson, Francis 8. 
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| Strachey, Sir Edward 

Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Thomas, Al sel (Carmazthen,E. ) 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan,E. 
Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr 
Thomas,F. Freeman- (Hastings 
Thomas, J A(G ayy! regan Gower 
Thomson, F. W.(Y ork, W.R. 
Tomkinson, } 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, C harles Philips 
Warner, Thomas C ——e zo 
White, Luke (York, E. 
Whiteley, George (Y ovk, W ok; 
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Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond(Merioneth) 
Wilson, Fred. W.(Norfolk,Mid. 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wilson, J.W.(Worcestersh. N 
W oodhouse,SirJ T (Hudder-f'd 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES 
Mr. HerbertGladstonean lL 
Mr. William M‘Arthur. 








(11.0.) Dr. MACNAMARA moved 
to insert in line 2, after the word 
“free” “for all educational purposes,” 
and if that were accepted he would after- 
wards move to omit all the words after 
“authority.” They had been told that 
the use of the school buildings was part 
of the bargain which had been struck 
between the public and the denomina- 
tional system; but after what had 
happened during the evening he believed 
that before the contract was sealed one 
of the parties to it would relent. The 
denominationalists were giving the use of 
their schools and an undertaking to keep 
them in repair ; the public, on the other 
hand, were paying the whole of the cost 
of maintenance and had conceded four- 
sixths of the management to the denom- 
inationalists, and also the right to continue 
denominational teaching, although the 
whole cost of maintenance was provided 
from public funds. He thought it was 
hard that a great national Church, of 
which he spoke with great respect, should 
begin to haggle over the bargain in the 
way they had heard; and he thought 
that the Government were doing the 
Church a very ill service in allowing it to 
haggle as to the extent to which the build- 
ings should be used. He was aware that 
Dr. Temple had stated that the annually 
recurring repairs would be taken out of 
the rates. That was an addition to the 
bargain of which he was very sorry to 
hear. The Question before the Com- 
mittee was, what was meant by the 
words “for use as a public elementary 
school.” He understood that the Bill 
was for the purpose of co-ordinating all 
forms of education, but directly ‘they 
found the money, then co-ordination was 
off. When the money was to be found 
there was to be’ co-ordination to any 
extent, but when it came to the use of 
the buildings, then co-ordination was to 
cease. He resisted the proposal on one 


ground only. According to the Bill, all 
night school work was other than public 
elementary education. Therefore, under 
the Bill, if they were to have the use of 
the buildings for public elementary 
education only, the local authority, if 
they desired to run a night school, would 
be charged rent for the use of the 
buildings for that work. He called that 
preposterous, and he would cite, in support 
of his contention, the right hon. Gentle- 
man the late Vice-President, who said that 
the buildings should be had free of charge 
for ordinary night school work. The 
great bulk of that work was purely 
elementary education. It might be de- 
fined in the Bill as other than elementary, 
but that did not make it higher educa- 
tion. Was it conceivable that the Church 
desired to charge rent for the use of the 
buildings for ordinary elementary night 
school work, That would be the ettect 
of the Bill unless amended. The rent 
which would be charged for the use of 
the building to be used as the teacher's 
residence, plus the amount of money that 
would have to be paid for the use of the 
buildings for all education other than 
elementary, would easily cover the whole 
cost of the repairs. He did not believe 
that the Church desired to drive such a 
hard bargain with the local authority, 
and he trusted the Government would 
not do the Church the ill service of 
insisting on it. The least they could ask, 
and the least the Church and the Govern- 
ment ought to give, was that for all 
public educational purposes—elementary, 
higher, or technical—they ought to have 
the buildings rent free. He should have 
thought that in a Bill the main purpose 
of which was the co-ordination of educa- 
tion, the Church would gladly and will. 
ingly agree to give the public authority 
the use of the buildings free for all public 
educational purposes. 
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Amendment— 


“In line 2, after the word ‘free’ to insert | 


399 


the words ‘for all educational purposes. 
(Dr. Macnamara.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted in the proposed Amend- 
ment.” 


believe that there was any difference 
between the two sides of the Committee 
on the subject. They had to deal at 
the present moment with school-houses 
which were the absolute property of the 
existing owners, but which were to be used 
for educational purposes during the hours 
in which elementary education was to be 
carried on within their walls. On that 
they were all agreed, and they had 
provided the buildings free of charge 
during these hours. Then came the 
question as to whether they ought to 
use the buildings for any purpose outside 
these hours. He quite agreed that it 
was probably desirable, in the educa- 
tional interests of many districts, that 
the unprovided schools should be used in 
the evening forthe purposes of continua: 
tion hale and other analogous pur- 
poses. That was quite true, and he was 
sure every hon. Gentleman would agree 
with him upto that point. But that 
was not the whole case. But they had 
also to remember that these schools were 
used for parochial purposes, and a great 
many other admirable purposes connected 
with the social life of the district, and if 
every evening was used, or if there was 
the power to use every evening by the 
education authority for purposes in 
which the owners of the schools were not 
interested, they might be doing a great 
injury and injustice to the trustees and 
managers of those schools, and to the 
denomination at whose cost they were 
built. [Hon. Mempers: Partially 
built.] They would not go into that 
ancient controversy. What they had 
got to do was to find a compromise 
between these two perfectly legitimate 
views, and the only compromise which 
he thought would meet both the case of 
the education authority and that of the 
owners of the schools was that the 
education authority might use the 
schools for educational purposes on not 


more than three nights a week. That. 
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Amendment proposed to the proposed | 


|The hon. Gentleman was 
‘in saying that the Government were 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he did not | 
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would cover the requirements of the 
local authority for educational purposes, 
and would leave the schools open for the 
use of the trustees and managers for 


| purposes connected with village life, and 


forjthe purposes of thedenomination w hose 
requirements ought to be considered. 
in error 


anxious to obtain rent for the schools for 
evenings on which they might be used 
for educational purposes. He would 
not suggest that. He thought it was 
fair that there should be a rent for the 
teacher’s residences, but he also thought 
that in those cases where the education 
authority could not find accommodation 
elsewhere — that was the important 
point—they should have the right to use 
those schools for three nights a week 
rent free. He ventured to suggest that 
the Committee should adopt the view he 
had exp ressed. 


Mr. BRYCE asked if the right hon. 
Gentleman proposed to move the 
Amendment. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he would 
be prepared to move an Amendment to 
carry out the general policy he had 
adum brated. 


Dr. MACNAMARA asked if he under- 
stood the right hon. Gentleman to state 
that if the public authority wanted the 
school for any educational purpose what- 
ever [Mr. A. J. Batrour: Yes.] for 
three nights a week it was to have it rent 
free ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said provided, 
of course, that the public authority had 
no schools of their own in which to carry 
out the same object. 


Sirk WILLIAM MATHER (Lancashire, 
Rossendale) said that at present board 
schools in large towns were used six night 
a week for continuation classes ; and he 
asked how was it possible to have a public 
elementary school, in any sense of the 
word, where the work was restricted to 
three nights a week. 


Mr. WHITLEY said he was greatly 
interested in evening schools, and thought 
that as far as they were concerned the 
proposal of the right hon. Gentleman 
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would meet the case; but there were 
other questions to be considered. For 
instance, it might be desirable that certain 
ex-voluntary schools should be used for 
higher grade education ; and unless the 
words in the Amendment were modified, 
the managers would be able to charge 
rent for that purpose. He protested 
strongly against limiting the right to use 
the buildings in cases where no other 
room was available. The schools were to 
ve handed over for educational purposes 
tothe Iceal authority, in return for 
sreat privileges ; and he did not think 
that the local authority ought to be put 
under the liability of finding other 
schools if they possibly could. The day 
school was the natural place in which to 
hold continuation classes ; and, certainly, 
if they only asked for its use for three 
nights a week, without any further 
qualification, he thought their demand 
was very moderate and reasonable. 


Lorp HUGH CECIL said the proposal 
of his right hon. friend did not sound in 
his ears as an Unreasonable one, but he 
thought it right to point out to the 
Committee that it was not a question of 
what they themselves might think was 
reasonable or unreasonable. ‘There was 
a certain danger that if these matters 
were piled one upon another, if conces- 
sion alter concession were made, that 
there might come a point at which a 
large number of managers might refuse 
to go on with their schools. The pro- 
posal seemed perfectly reasonable to him. 
He thought it was certainly desirable 
that the schools should be used for edu- 
cational purposes, assuming that they 
were legitimate and bond fide; but he 
had observed, in some instances, that the 
patience of the managers was running 
out, and that there was an increasing 
opinion that the Bill was not such a 
very good Bill. Though no doubt it 
relieved the managers from the hard 
task of raising considerable sums of 
money, yet it put upon them disabilities, 
inconveniences, and in some instances 
humiliations, to which they were not 
accustomed. Was it desirable that there 
should be a general, or anything like a 
general, repudiation of the Bill by exist- 
ing school managers? He did not know 
what hon. Members opposite might say 
in their controversial moments, but in 
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their uncontroversial moments he _ be- 
lieved they did not desire to throw on 
the ratepayers the great cost of replacing 
the existing voluntary school buildings. 
He did not think that they would find 
that very popular. Further, he was 
quite sure that his hon. friend would 
very much deplore the great denomina- 
tional system suddenly, or to any very 
large extent collapsing. They themselves 
were able to view these matters calmly 
and dispassionately ; but they should not 
press them too far, or forget that there 
were others to be considered who did 
not always take a perfectly calm view, 
and who might easily take the bit 
between their teeth and upset the edu- 
cation system of the country. Having 
uttered that word of caution, he would 
suggest to the Government that it would 
be very desirable at the proper oppor- 
tunity to carry out the assurance 
which had been given time after time, 
that the ownership of the buildings 
would not be affected by the Bill, and to 
insert express words saving the ownership 
—not only saving it in law, but making 
it manifest to everybody that it was 
saved. That might have a_ soothing 
effect on the minds of managers. Every- 
one would agree that the schools existed 
for educational purposes ; and, further, 
that there was really no controversy 
between the supporters of the schools 
and their opponents as to the importance 
of education, or that it was not most 
desirable that the buildings coula be used 
in the evenings to advance higher edu- 
cation or_any other legitimate educational 
purpose. 


Mr. A.J. BALFOUR said that, although 
he did not always agree with his noble 
friend with regard to the controversies 
raised by the Bill, he agreed with him 
absolutely in everything he had just said, 
He agreed that there were many owners 
of voluntary schools who would be tempted 
to say, he thought quite erroneously, * If 
all these limitations and disabilities are to 
be put upon us, why should we give up 
our buildings at all. Why should we not 
throw on the district the whole cost of 
providing elementary education, and use 
our buildings for our own purposes ! ” 
That was a real possibility, and, although 
hon. Gentlemen opposite would not agree 
with him, he thought a real danger in 
the present Bill. All he could say was 
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that while he perfectly recognised that 
the scheme of the Government required 
great sacrifices from the owners and 
minagers of voluntary schools, he quite 
agreed that voluntary schools in eatreimis 
would have nothing but gain from the 
Bill, although many voluntary schools 
would lose largely. To all he would 
say that they should sacrifice their 
relatively personal and individual views 
in order to carry out the general scheme 
of education which the Bill provided. 
He understood his noble friend to say 
that he did not dissent from the Govern- 
ment in thinking that three nights a 
week was not an unreasonable com- 
promise, Private owners were being 
asked to give up their buildings without 
fee or reward for educational purposes, 
which were not legally associated with 
elementary education at all, and he 
thought that the Committee should 
recognise that that was a sacrifice. 


“sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire. Forest of Dean) said he was 
surprised that the proposal was spoken 
of as if it were something new. ‘The 
buildings were already taken under two 
Acts of Parliament for the use of 
candidates at elections. Surely that was 
a public purpose. [Hon. MEMBERs: 
ice They are paid for.”’] 


(11.30.) Lorp EDMUND © FITZ- 
MAURICE said he thought the concession 
made bythe Prime Minister wasa perfectly 
reasonable one. The evening continua- 
tion schools were now regarded as 
secondary schools, but he asked anyone 
who knew anything about continuation 
schools in country districts whether 
they were not, in reality, public ele- 
mentary schools. They were used to 
teach children of agricultural labourers 
who were irregular in their attendance 
at the day schools, who had forgotten 
nearly everything they had learned, and 
who came to the continuation schools to 
recover a little of their lost knowledge. 
Could such a school be called a secondary 
school! His hon. friend the Member 
for the Rossendale Division referred to 
the large towns, but they had to consider 
the case of the country districts also. In 
the large towns there would be the old 
School Board buildings, and although, 
no doubt, it might be very desirable to 

Mr. A. J. Balfour. 
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have the use of the non-provided schools 
on every evening in the week, he 
thought, however, it would be wise to 
accept the concession of the right hon. 
Gentleman, because in the country dis- 
tricts three evenings a week might 
prove sufficient, and in the large towns 
there would be the provided as well as 
the non-provided schools. The noble 
Lord who had addressed the Committee 
said that they might find that the 
owners of the non-provided schools 
might be inclined to throw up the Bill 
altogether and let the country face the 
great expense of purchasing the schools, 
lle did not claim to speak tor anyone 
but himself, but he thought that was 
what his hon. friends would desire. He 
said unhesitatingly that the further they 
went with the Bill through Committee, 
the more it could be seen how absolutely 
absurd it was to try and make a school 
at the same time a non-provided and a 
provided school, a sort of school which 
was neither fish, flesh, nor good red 
herring. He believed that the whole 
system was likely to break down, and 
that the only logical solution was, as Lord 
Salisbury said, “* Buy them.” 

*Sir CHARLES DILKE said, with 
reference to a challengethat was madetrom 
the other side of the House, that he had 
now verified the matter, and there was no 
doubt whatever as to the absolute accuraey 
of the statement that there were seven 
different purposes for which these schools 
could now be used free of charge in every 
case, 


Mr. PIKE PEASE (Darlington) said 
that the hon. Member for North Camber- 
well had referred to the bargain between 
the public and the owners of the denomina- 
tional schools. He thought, however, that 
the Opposition might accept the concession 
which had been offered by his right hon. 
friend, especially as he had always under- 
stood that the hon. Member for North 
Camberwell was of opinion that the Bill 
ought to pass, and also because of the fact 
that the bargain, from the point of view 
of the Opposition, had been very much 
improved. 


Dr. MACNAMARA said he had not 
yet been able to see the precise terms of 
the Amendment of the First Lord of the 
Treasury, but he understood from the 
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right hon. Gentleman’s statement that the | 
public authority was to have the use, free | 


of rent, of the buildings three nights a 
week for educational purposes. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Where they 


have not their own buildings. 


Dr. MACNAMARA said it might be 
as well to buve the exact words before 
proceeding further, and he would, there- 
fore, withdraw his Amendment. 


Mr. WHITLEY said that two im- 
portant questions had been raised. One 
was that the words “ public elementary 
schools” excluded higher grade work, and 
the other was the restriction foreshadowed 
by the right hon, Gentleman that the 
iuildings could only be used if no other 
premises were available. He hoped both 
points would not be overlooked. 


Sir WILLIAM ANSON said that the 
provision of schools for other educational 
work would not be governed by the words 
“public elementary school ” in his Amend- 
ment. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR under- 
stood the hon. Gentleman to be reluctant 
Amendment until he 
knew what the substitute was to be. He 
proposed, after the word “school” to in- 
sert “ and also for other edueational pur- 
poses if the local education authority have 
no other suitable accommodation, but not 
oftener than three days a week.” 


to withdraw the 


Sir. WILLIAM 
meant by ‘other 
tion?” 


MATHER: What is 


suitable accommoda- 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR: In 
helonging to themselves. [do not mean 
that they should go into the open market 
and hire rooms. But if they have pro- 
vided schools under their own control, I 
think it is rather unfair that they should 
come upon the non-provided school when 
it is really not necessary. 


sehe i Is 


Mr. WHITLEY said the point he had 
raised was not yet covered. The con- 
version of a part of a school into a higher 
grade school under the second part of 
the Bill was excluded. It would be de- 
sirable to leave out the limiting words 
‘public elementary school.” 


{22 OcTOBER 1902} 


Bill. 1054 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR replied that that 
could ‘not be done. The Government 
never contemplated that it should be in 
the power of the local authority to convert 
a primary voluntary school into a second- 
ary school. That would be destroying its 
whole value as an elementary school. 


Amendment to the proposed Amend- 
ment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed to the proposed 
Amendment— 


“After the word ‘school,’ to insert the 
words ‘and also for other  eduzational 
purposes if the local education authority 
have no suitable accommodation 
in providing schools, but not more often 
than three days a week.””—(Mr. A. 
Balfour.) 


other 


{Juestion proposed “that those words 
be there inserted in the proposed Amend- 
ment.” 


Mr. BRYCE thought a hard and fast 
rule might prove rather hard and incon- 
venient in practice. In many cases more 
than three days a week could well be 
given, but as far as he could see, there 
was no means by which the local author- 
ity could call for more than that number 
of days. The purposes for which the 
schools would be wanted when not 
educationally employed were laudable 
and excellent. and all would desire to 
see the buildings put to the best possible 
purposes. But the words of the right 
hon. Gentleman seemed to be deficient 
in elasticity. What was wanted was a 
scheme under which it would be in the 
power of some impartial authority to say 
if it could not be shown that the build- 
ings were wanted for denominational pur- 
poses, that the education authority could 
have them for more than three nights. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS thought it 
would be well for the Committee to accept 
the Amendment in the spirit in which the 
Prime Minister had moved it. As he 
understood it the right hon. Gentleman 
would not have the slightest objection 
to providing that the school-house should 
be available for educational purposes, if 
necessary, On more than three nights a 
week, unless it was reasonably required 
by the managers for other purposes. 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said that that 
matter would be open to arrangement ; 


Adjournment of 


{COMMONS} 


but he did not believe that there would | 
‘the income for endowments should be 


be the smallest difficulty in having the 
schools for educational purposes six 
nights a week, unless there was some 
local reason to the contrary. 
Government desired to prevent was the 
managers taking advantage of their 
power over a school in the evening hours 
because they happened to have a quarrel 
with the local authority. The Amend- 
ment declared that the local authority 
had a right to demand the use of the 
school on three nights in the week, and 
all the rest, he was sure, might be left 
to arrangement between the parties. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS said that was 
why he thought it would be wise to accept 
the Amendment now, reserving the right 
to move subsequently the extension he 
had suggested. 


Question put and agreed to. 


Amendment, as amended, agreed to. 


(11.52.) Mr. A. K. LOYD (Berkshire, 
Abingdon) said the object of the Amend- 
mentjhe was about to move was toremove 
the ambiguity which at present existed 
as to the funds out of which the 
managers were to keep the buildings in 
repair. By some the words were under- 
stood to imply a personal liability on the 
part of the managers, and by others 
that the fund was to be provided ad hoc. 
The words he proposed would remove 
the ambiguity by enumerating a few 
specified sources of the kind to which 
the Clause was intended to apply, while 


the words “or other” would show 
that an exhaustive list had not been 
attempted. Another object of the 


Amendment was to meet the hostile 
and unwarranted limitation which some 
people would be ready to put upon the 
resources available for this 


Paper proposing to deprive the managers 
of the power to use endowments for the 
purpose of meeting the requirements of 
the local education authority. Thus to 
cripple the managers could only have 
the effect of rendering it impossible for 
them to comply with the local authority’s 
requirements, with the result that the 


purpose. | 
Amendments already appeared on the. 
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school would be broken up. For the 
most part, the trust deeds would fall 
under four heads. They provided that 


applied to the fabric of the school, to the 


/support and maintenance of the school 


What the} 


generally, to the provision of free educa- 


_ tion, books, etc., for a specified number 
| of children, or tothe payment of teachers’ 


| deeds. 


salaries. The exclusion of endowments 
from the resources available to the 
managers would be directly contrary to 
the first two of those articles of the 
He submitted that the only con- 
dition which ought to be placed upon 
the application of endowments was that 


| they should be used for educational pur- 


poses in the parish or locality for which 
the trust was created ; and that condi- 
tion would be complied with by applying 
the income from endowments to the 
necessary repairs called for by the local 


authority. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 3, line 17, after the words ‘out 
of, to insert the words ‘subscriptions, doaa- 
tions, income from endowment, or other.’”— 
(Mr, A, K. Loyd.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


*Smr CHARLES DILKE pointed out 
that the Government had promised to 
bring in fresh proposals with regard to 
endowments, and, as the Amendment 
raised the question of endowments, it 
was necessary that the Committee 
should know what the Government 
were going to propose. 


Mr. BRYCE agreed that the question 
was very important, and suggested that 
Progress should be reported. 


Committee report Progress; to sit 
again Tomorrow. 


AGRICULTURE AND TECHNICAL 
INSTRUCTION (IRELAND) (No. 2) BILL. 
Read the third time, and passed. 


Mr. SPEAKER, in pursuance of the 
Order of the House of the 16th October, 
adjourned the House without Question 
put. 


Adjourned at two minutes after 
Twelve o’clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Wednesday, 29th October, 1903. 


The House met at Two of the Clock. 


I,NOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL 

BUSINESS. 

WICK BURGH EXTENSION ORDER 

CONFIRMATION BILL. 

: Read the third time, and passed. 

PETITIONS. 

' CANADIAN CATTLE (IMPORTATION). 

: [Petitions for abolition of restrictions : 

-from Norwich; Leicester ; White Cop- 

: pice; Diss; and, Arbroath; to lie upon 

‘ the Table. 





S EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
; BILL. 
< Petitions against: from Hartlepools ; 
: Reading; Suffolk; and, Hanwell; to 
“lie upon the Table. 
> EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
; BILL. 

Petitions for alteration: from Nor- 
: wich; Leicester; Arbroath; Diss ; and, 
: White Coppice ; to lie upon tke Table. 


‘EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
BILL. 
. Petitions in favour: from Edge Hill; 
‘St. Helens (two); Liverpool ; Sheffield ; 
» and, Kirkdale ; to lie upon the Table. 
PREVENTION OF CORRUPTION 
IN TRADE. 

Petitions for legislation: from Nor- 
: wich ; Leicester; Diss; White Coppice ; 
and, Arbroath ; to lie upon the Table. 


VACCINATION BILL. 


lie upon the Table. 

RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
LOCAL RECORDS COMMITTEE. 
Copy presented, of Appendices to the 
Report of the Committee appointed to 
inquire as to the existing arrangements 
ior the collection and custody of Local 


VOL. CXIII. [Fourtu Sertes.] 
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Petition from Croydon: in favour; to 
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(Questions. 


' Records, and as to further measures 


which it may be advisable to take for 
the purpose {by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table. 


NAVAL PRIZE MONEY. 

Copy presented, of Return showing 
the Unclaimed Shares of all Prize 
Money, Slave and Pirate Bounties, 
Salvage Awards, Parliamentary Grants, 
War Gratuities, and other Monies dis- 
tributed by the Admiralty from the Ist 
day of January, 1855, to the 3lst day 
of March, 1902 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Civil Servants’ Superannuation 
Commission. 

Mr. SCHWANN (Manchester, N.): 
To ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether the Committee for inquiring into 
the Civil Servants’ Superannuation Act, 
promised some time ago, has yet been 
formed, and whether they will take 
evidence from the staff; will he state the 
terms of reference, and will the Report be 
published as a Parliamentary Paper. 


(Answered by Mr. A. J. Balfour.) The 
arrangements for constituting the Com- 
mission are not yet completed. | 
announced the terms of reference on 31st 
July last; they are as follows: ‘To 


inquire into the working of the system of 


superannuation embodied in the Super- 
annuation Acts, and to report whether, 
without increasing the charge on public 
funds for non-effective services, any change 
in the system is desirable in the interests 
either of Civil Servants or the State.” 
The question of what evidence should be 
taken must be left to the discretion of the 
Commissioners. 


Indian Land Revenue—Default Statistics. 

Mr. WELR(Ross and Cromarty): To ask 
the Secretary of State for India whether 
he is now in a position to state the num- 


ber of writs and warrants issued in each 


province in India against Land Revenue 
Defaulters during the year ending 31st 
March last, and the amount which it was 


| thus sought to recover in each province. 


2Q 
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(Ansucred by Secretary Lord 
Hamilton.) I have not yet received the | 
Provincial Land Revenue Administration 
Reports dealing with the year 1901-2, | 
but I am in communication with the | 
Government of India on the subject 
referred to in the hon. Member’s | 
Question, and, if I find that I can supply | 
the information for which he asks, I will 
let him know it. 


(Juestions, 


Geo Ye 


India—Land under Cultivation. 

Mr. WEIR: To ask the Secretary of 
State for India, in view of a statement 
contained in his Budget speech last year 
to the effect that the area of land under 
cultivation in India has increased from 
194,000,000 acres in ]&80 to 217,000,000 
acres in 1900, will he say whether that 
land is now in the occupation of the 
people, or does it include any land which 
at one time was under cultivation and is 
now waste and unoccupied ; and will he 
state approximately the area actually in 
occupation and under cultivation in each 
province of India. 


f Lnswere dl Necre tary Lord 
Hamilton.) It is possible that some 
temporarily uncultivated land may have 
been included in the estimate which I 
quoted, though not enough to impair its 
general accuracy. In the surveyed tracts 


hy (ee Orie 


of the undermentioned provinces, the 
cropped area for 1900-1 is given as 
follows— 
(In thousands 
of acres.) 
Madras . 27 850 
Bombay and Sindh 25,468 
Bengal 62,098 
United Provinces 42,036 
Punjaly ‘ ; 31,770 
Central Provit inces . 16,210 
Lower Burma and ‘Assam 12,444 


Postmen—Dismissals; Wages. 

Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): To ask 
the Postmaster General, what number of 
auxiliary and established postmen re- 
spectively have been prosecuted, and 


{COMMONS} 


The old insanitary 


what number have been dismissed under | 


suspicion in both classes since the 1st 
January, 1901 ; and what is the amount 
of weekly wages received by the men so 
dealt with in each class. 








(Questions. 1960 
| period from Ist January, 1901, to 30th 
September 1902— 

) (2) 
| Number dis- Number 
|missed for all) prosecuted 
causes. 
Established Postmen 534 70 
| Auxiliary Postmen* 301 70 
Assistant Postmen... 55 7 





* Including a few temporary postmen, casual 
postinen, ete. 


The weekly wages 
men vary in London from 18s. to 34s, 
and elsewhere from 16s. to 30s. Assistant 
postmen are paid for six hours work at 
the rate of five-sixths of the town post- 
men’s minimum (ey. 15s. a week in 
London) with a proportionate decrease 
for shorter attendance. Auniliaries are 
paid at the rate of 6d. an hour in London, 
and from 4d. to 6d. an hour in the pro- 
vinces and Scotland and Ireland. 


of established post- 


Clones Post Office. 

Dr. THOMPSON (Monaghan, N.): To 
ask the Postmaster General if he is aware 
that several years ago the post office i1 
Clones was condemned as unsanitary and 
unsuitable for the work of the Depart- 


ment ; will he explain the delay in Imild- 
ing the new post office, and investigate 
the complaints of the employees as to 


the change in the hours they are required 


to be on duty. 
(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlin.) 
oftice at Clones was 
given up in November last, and a- good 
temporary office is in occupation pending 
the completion of the new permanent 
building, the plans for which have been 


approved. It is understood that the 
building will be begun shortly. Com- 


plaints recently received from the stat 
with regard to their hours of duty are 
being investigated. 


Irish Travelling Post Offices—Risk 
Allowances. 
NANNETTI (Dublin, College 
To ask the Postmaster General 
he is aware that during the 


Mr. 
Green) : 
whether 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) | carrying out of the Tweedmouth Com- 


The following table shows the number of 
established and other postmen who were 
(1) dismissed ; 





mittee recommendations in 1897 the 
Department arrested the registered letter 


(2) prosecuted during the | risk allowances from a number of officers 
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attached to the travelling post offices 
in Ireland, and that the officers con- 
cerned have, after repeatedly petitioning, 
establish their claim to those allowances ; 
and, having regard to the fact that, 
authority was granted about eighteen , 
months ago for their restoration, will | 
he will explain the cause of delay in 
paying the arrears due since arrestment. 


a] uestiuns. 


{29 Octo! 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
[ am not aware that any of the officers 
referred to, whose claims to ailowances 
have been established, have not received 
payment of arrears due to them; but I 
will have inquiry made into the matter, 
and acquaint the hon. Member with 
the result. 


Russia and Afghanistan. 

Mr. MOON (St. Paneras, N.): To ask | 
the Under Secretary of State for Foreign | 
Atlairs whether he will give the date of 
the communication from the Russian 
Government as to the establishment of 
relations between Russia and Afghanistan; 
and whether he will give the reference to 
ay Parliamentary Paper which sets out 
the terms of the understanding by which | 
Russia agrees to treat Afghanistan as | 
nitside the sphere of her influence. 

(dnswered by Lord  Cranborne). 
The date of the communication from 
the Russian Government is 6th February 
1900. The Parliamentary Papers con- 
taining information as to the engagement 
of the Russian Government to consider | 
Afghanistan outside their sphere of 
influence are: Central Asia, No. 2 (1873), 
pages 2 and 12; Russia No. (1874), page 
9; Central Asia, No, 1 (1878), pages 5, | 
7, 68, 69, 105, and 164: Central Asia, | 
No. 1 (1879), page 10 ; Central Asia, No. 
1 (1884), pages 5 and 92; Central Asia, 
No. 2 (1885), pages 29, 194, and 195. 


avy 


Education Bill—Definition of “ Secular.” 

Mr. CORRIE GRANT (Warwickshire, 
Rugby): To ask Mr. Attorney General 
whether he intends to introduce into the 
tighteenth Clause of the Education Bill 
any definition of the word “ secular ;” 
and, if so, whether he will put his 
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way of Question and answer the subject 
of possible Amendments to a Clause not 
yet reached in a Bill now in Committee. 


Elementary School Teachers’ Annuity 
Accounts. 


Mr CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid) : 


| To ask the Secretary to the Treasury it 
‘he will state when the Accounts of the 


Elementary School Teachers’ Deferred 
Annuity Funds (England and Scotland) 
for the years ended 31st March, 1901 
and 1902, together with the Reports of 
the Comptroller and Auditor General 
thereon (in continuation of Parliamentary 
Paper No. 95, of Session 1901), will be 


_ printed and circulated. 


(Answered by Mr. Hayes Fisher.) In 
accordance with a suggestion by the 
Comptroller and Auditor General, these 
Accounts are now published as Appen- 
dices to his Annual Reports on the 
Appropriation Accounts of the Votes 
for Public Education for England and 
Scotland respectively. The Accounts 
for the vear 1900-1901 will be 
found on pages 370-371 and 394-395 
respectively of the Civil Services, 


,ete., Appropriation Accounts for 1900- 


1901 (House of Commons Paper 35, of 
1902) ; and those for 1901-02 will appear 
in the Appropriation Accounts for 
1901-02, which will be issued in January 
or February next. 


Clonmel Land Appeals. 

Mr. CONDON (Tipperary E.): To 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that the Chief Land Commis- 
sioners sat to hear appeals in Waterford 
in January last; and whether, contrary 
to practice, cases were heard there from 


the unions of Clonmel, Cashel, Clogheen, 


and Thurles, causing inconvenience and 
expense to the suitors which could have 
been avoided by hearing the cases in 
Clonmel; and whether he will suggest 
that in future appeals from those unions 
will be heard in Clonmel. 


| 
Amendment on the Notice Paper with-| (Answered by Mr.* Wyndham.) The 
out delay. | question of holding the next sitting at 
| Clonmel will be duly considered by the 
(Answered by Sir Robert Finlay.) 1 do| Commissioners when the list of appeals 
not think it convenient to discuss by | from these districts is being prepared. 


2Q2 
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Hard Labour Sentences—Disqualifica- 
tions for Municipal Service. 

Mr. MACVEAGH (Down, S8.): To 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether be is 
aware that Mr. P. J. Kelly, R.M., has 
stated in Court that he was not 
aware that a sentence of imprisonment 
with hard labour entails disqualification 
from service on public boards; and 
whether he can state if Mr. P. J. Kelly 
is one of the magistrates of whose legal 
knowledge the Lord Lieutenant is satis- 
fied, as required by statute. 


(Juestions. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) This 
Question has been referred to Mr. Kelly, 
who emphatically denies having made 
use of the observation attributed to him. 
He was well aware of the disqualification 
prescribed by statute, but it was not 
until after the sentence imposing hard 
labour had been passed on the defendant 
in the case before the Court that atten- 
tion was drawn, for the first time, by 
counsel for the defendant, to the fact 
that the latter was a district councillor. 
Mr. Kelly was not previously aware of 
this fact, and it was tothis alone that 
he referred when he remarked that he 
saw no reason in the fact to alter his 
concurrence in the decision announced 
by the Chairman. The reply to the 
second part of the Question is in the 
aftirmative. 


Barrow Drainage Works. 

Mr. DELANY (Queen’s County, 
Ossory): To ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
he proposes introducing legislation next 
session giving effect to the recommenda- 
tions contained in the Reports of the 
Barrow Drainage Commission, 1885, and 
the first Report of the Royal Commission 
on Public Works in Ireland, 1886, in 
favour of the drainage of the River 
Barrow. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) I am 
not prepared to anticipate statements 
which are proper to the beginning and 
not to the end of a session. 


Labourers (Ireland) Acts Amendment, 

Mr. SHEEHAN (Cork Co., Mid): 
Toask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland what facilities he 
proposes to give for the discussion of 
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the Bill introduced by the hon. Member 
for South Louth for the Amendment of 
the Labourers (Ireland) Acts, and of the 
right hon. Gentleman’s Amendments 
thereto. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) VE all 
the Amendments I have put down are 
accepted, practically only one Clause 
remains. The Bill then would only 
require a very brief period for discussion, 
Evidently there cannot be time to dis. 
cuss the Clause to which the Govern. 
ment is opposed. 


Land Court Valuers and Sub-Commis- 
sioners., 

Mr. FLYNN (Cork Co., N.): To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieuten. 
ant of Ireland whether his attention has 
been called to the statements made by 
Land Commissioner O’Brien, at Longford, 
in November, 1901, to the effect that the 
court valuers have not the same oppor- 
tunity of forming a just opinion as to the 
fair rents of holdings as the sub-Commis 
sioners have, and cannot take evidence as 
to cultivation, manuring, and general 
improvements ; and whether, in view of 
these statements, the Government propose 
to abolish the right of appeal from the 
decisions of the sub-Commissioners except 
in regard to legal points. 


(Answered hy Mr. Wyndham.) My at- 
tention has not been directed to the 
statements in question. I cannot indicate 
the detailed provisions of legislation to be 
introduced at a future date. 


Closing of Irish Prisons. 

Mr. FLYNN: To ask the Chief Secre- 
tary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, in 
reference to the five county prisons at 
Carrick-on-Shannon, Enniskillen, Mullin- 
gar, Omagh, and Wicklow, which have 
recently been closed, whether he can say 
to what use will the buildings be now 
applied ; whose property are they now, 
and in whose custody will they remain; 
and will the Government consider the 
advisability of handing them over to the 
Agricultural and Technical Department, 
with a view to be utilised in the develop- 
ment of Irish industries. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) The 
five prisons are being used as places of 
detention for prisoners awaiting trial at 
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(Juestions. 


assizes and quarter sessions. So long as 
they continue to be used for public 
purposes the property in, and control 
over, the buildings remain vested in the 
General Prisons Board. 


Lisburn Labourers’ Cottages Scheme. 

Mr. MACARTNEY (Antrim, 8.) : To 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
wware that the Local Government Board 
inspector visited, on the 16th and 17th 
August, all the sites comprised in the 
recent schemes passed by the Lisburn 
Rural Council for labourers’ cottages ; 
that he reported shortly afterwards to the 
Local Government Board ; that his report 
has not yet been furnished to the District 
Council ; and whether he will expedite 
the action of the Local Government Board 
in this matter. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) The 
result of this inquiry was communicated 
to the District Council on Wednesday 
lag 
last. 


Rae Estate, Kerry. 

Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL (Kerry, 
W.): To ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
will arrange that Mr. Rae, landlord of 
the Rae estate, Killorglin, County Kerry, 
shall be furnished with a detailed return 
of the receipts and the expenditure of the 
estate during the period it has been in 
the hands of present receiver. 


(Auswered by Mr. Wyndham.) IT am 
informed that copies of the receiver's 
accounts will be furnished to Mr. Rae on 
payment of the usual fees for copying. 


Historic Relics at Inishvickillane (Kerry). 

Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL: To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he is aware that the 
Irish Lights Board sent a steamer to 
Blasket Island, County Kerry, to take 
away some historic relies; and will he 
say at whose instance was this work done, 
where have the relics been deposited, and 
whether he will see that they are brought 
back again to their proper place. 


informed that a lintel stone has been 
removed from the island of Inishvickillane 
by one of the steamers belonging to the 
Commissioners of Irish Lights. It is 
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stated that the stone was presented by 
the owner of the island to Professor 
Mahatty, of Trinity College, Dublin, and 
that it has been placed in the museum of 
the college. The Board of Public Works 
is in correspondence with Professor 
Mahaffy on the subject. 


(Questions. 


Phthisis in Cornwall Mines. 

Mr. CAINE (Cornwall, Camborne) : 
To ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department if he can state the 
number of cases of miners’ phthisis which 
have occurred within the area of the 
mining division of Cornwall for each year 
since, and including, the year 1895 ; and 
what number of deaths have occurred. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Akers- 
Douglas.) The figures asked for are not 
in my possession, and I doubt if they can 
be obtained. The latest figures of which 
I am aware, with regard to the mortality 
among Cornish miners from phthisis, are 
those published in 1897 by the Registrar 
General. On the basis of the census 
taken in 1891 these show that, if the 
mortality figure among occupied males 
generally from phthisis is taken at 100, 
that among Cornish miners would be 275. 
I would add that the health of the miners 
in Cornwall is at the present time the 
subject of a special inquiry on behalf of 
the Home Ottice. 


Coal for the Navy —New Zealand Coal 
for the China Squadron. 

Mr. DAVID THOMAS (Merthyr 
Tydvil): To ask the Secretary to the 
Admiralty to what extent New Zealand 
(Westport) coal is being used by the 
China Squadron, and whether its use is 
due to any deficiency in the supply 
obtainable from ordinary sources or to the 
lower price ; whether the Admiralty have 
issued any Memorandum desiring that 
its value shall be made known generally ; 
and if it is proposed to continue the use 
of Westport coal in the event of war. 


(Answered by Mr. Arnold-Forster.) On 
account of its good quality and its com- 
parative nearness to the China station, 
large quantities of New Zealand (West- 
port) coal are used by the China Squadron. 
It is not desirable in the interests of the 
public service to state what the arrange- 
ments of the Admiralty, as regards the 
supply of coal, would be in time of war 
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Remount Inquiry—Remuneration of Legal 
Assessor, 


Mr. PIRIE (Aberdeenshire, N.): To 
ask the Secretary of State for War, can 
he explain on what system the sum of 
£2,163 was paid to the learned Member 
of this House who sat as Assessor to the 
Court of Inquiry into the Remount De- 
partment ; whether the same learned 


Questions. 


Member has held any other appointment | 
on any other commission connected with | 
South Africa ; and, if so, what sum was | 


paid to him for such service. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
The War Office, acting on the request of 
the Commander-in Chief, instructed the 
Treasury Solicitor to secure legal assist- 
ance for the members of the Court of 
Inquiry. The selection of the Assessor 
was made, and his remuneration deter- 
mined according to the ordinary practice 
in analogous cases. The Assessor devoted 
his whole time to the proceedings of the 
Court, but of course had no share in the 
Report or in the decisions at which the 
Court arrived. Mr. Milvain was Chair- 
man of the South African Deportations 
Committee, and received for his services 
a sum of £2,551 10s. 


Sentences of Military Courts in Cape 
Colony. 


Mr. PIRIE: To ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether his attention 
has been directed to a Parliamentary 
Paper, recently issued at Cape Town, 
giving the names of 115 prisoners 
sentenced by military courts in Cape 
Colony; whether the Commission sent 
out by His Majesty's Government has 
recommended their immediate release ; 
and, if so, whether they have yet been 
released; whether he is aware that all 
these prisoners were under sixteen years 
of age, and British subjects, and that 
three of them were girls; and will he 
state what were the offences of the three 
girls, and to what terms of imprison- 
ment were they sentenced. 


(Answered hy Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) I 
have seen this Parliamentary Paper, but 
I am not aware of the action taken by 
the Cape Government. I have no in- 
formation as to the ages of the prisoners 
in the Return. Two women are in- 
cluded, one of whom was given a year’s 
imprisonment with hard labour for 


supplying liquor without a permit, and 
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another, a coloured woman, was given 
| the same sentence (six months of which 
| were remitted) for being in possession of 
'brandy. As to a person included in the 
list under the name of Sarah, who is 
_apparently a Kaffir, it is not known 

whether the name in this case represents 
|a male or female. 


Archbishopric of Cyprus. 

Mr. HUGH LAW (Donegal, W.): To 
‘ask the Secretary of State for the 
| Colonies whether he is aware that the 
Archbishopric of Cyprus has been vacant 
for two years, and that a successor to 
Monsignor Sophronius was elected eigh- 
teen months ago; what steps will be 
taken by His Majesty’s Government to 
give effect to the votes of the clergy and 
laity of the Eastern Orthodox Church in 
Cyprus; and whether, in view of the 
inconvenience which is being caused to 
the Christian population of that island 
by the delay in confirming the election, 
he will communicate te the House the 
reasons for delaying the approval of the 
appointment. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Chamberlain.) 
The hon. Member is misinformed. No 
successor to Monsignor Sophronius was 
elected eighteen months ago. or has yet 
been elected. The election to which he 
refers was an election of general repre- 
sentatives to co-operate with the Holy 
Synod in the election of an archbishop. 


Transvaal Mines—Mining Labour— 
Phthisis, &c. 

Mr. CAINE: To ask the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies, in view of the 
number of British miners who are looking 
to South Africa for employment, whether 
he will publish a summary of the regt- 
lations and laws now in force in the 
Transvaal and Orange States affecting 
working miners, including a statement ot 
the intentions of the Government with 
regard to the future regulation of mining 
labour, especially with regard to the use 
of rock drills. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Chamberlain.) 
A copy of the hon. Member's Questior 
will be sent to the Governor, who will be 
asked to furnish a report on the subject. 


Mr. CAINE: To ask the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies if his attention has 
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(Juestions. 


been drawn to the growing number of 


{29 OcToBER 1902} 


1070 


tions of the hon. Member together, as 


(Juestion ra 


disputes between mine owners and work-| they are all connected with the same 


ing miners in the Rand, resulting in | 


subject, and I need hardly say that I am 


strikes on the part of the miners and, as| fully alive to the importance of all 


in the case of the Village Main Reef, | 


lockouts on the part of the mine owners ; 
if he is aware that most of these disputes 
have reference to matters affecting the 
health and safety of the miners ; and will 
he consider the desirability of creating a 
Board of Arbitration for the settlement 
of these disputes. 


Mr. CAINE: To ask the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies if he can state the 
number of cases which have occurred of 
miners’ phthisis, with the deaths resulting 
therefrom, from the re-opening of the 
mines after the war to some recent date ; 
what number of these are Europeans, and 
what number native, and what has been 
the average number of European and 
native miners employed on the Rand 
during each month of the period covered. 


Mr. CAINE: To ask the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies if his attention has 
been called to the discontent prevailing 
among British miners in the Rand in 
consequence of the attempt on the part of 
several mine managers to compel miners 
to take over and work three rock drills 
instead of two as heretofore; if he is 
aware that this attempt has resulted in a 
strike on the part of the miners where 
this change is being enforced, and that a 
deputation of Rand miners waited upon 
Lord Milner to ask him to constitute a 
Board of Arbitration, but without effect ; 
and, in view of the death rate from 
miners’ phthisis in Johannesburg, and the 
fact that miners return home to this 
country incapacitated by this disease, 
will he state what action the Transvaal 
Administration propose to take in the 
matter. 


Mr. CAINE: To ask the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies if it is the intention 
of the Governor of the Transvaal to ap- 
point a commission to inquire into miners’ 
phthisis ; has such commission been yet 
appointed ; if so,] what is its composition ; 
will it contain representatives of the 
working miners; and will he state the 
substance of the references for its con- 
sideration. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Chamberlain.) 


I propose to answer the four Ques- | 


matters affecting the health and safety 
of the miners. As I informed the hon. 
Member on the 21st instant, I am in 
communication with Lord Milner on the 
subject of the alleged prevalence of 
miner’s phthisis, but at present I possess 
neither statistics nor the other information 
for which the hon. Member has asked. 
I will, however, address further inquiries 
to Lord Milner on these matters. 


Sierra Leone Railways. 

Mr. W. F. LAWRENCE (Liverpool, 
Abercrombie): To ask the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies if the public are 
being asked to tender for the construc- 
tion of, and for the material and carriage 
of, the material required for the Highland 
Railway of Sierra Leone, or for the 
material and carriage of material required 
fer the Freetown and Eastern District 
Railway of Sierra Leone, and the Secondee 
and Lagos Railways ; and, if not, will he 
explain why this course has not been 
adopted. 


(Answered hy Mr. Secretary Chamberlain.) 
The public are not being, and will not 
be, asked to tender for the construction 
of any of the railways named, all of 
which are being, or have been, built by 
the Governments concerned on the 
Departmental System. The system has, 
after full consideration in each ease, been 
considered perferable to the contract 
system. The principal reason is that, 
owing to the risks due to climate and . 
other causes, against which a contractor 
would have to protect himself, the system 
adopted is preferable. The materials are 
obtained by competition among selected 
firms, a system which has been found to 
be better adapted than that of open com- 
petition to secure that high standard 
of quality which is essential in supplies 
sent to distant Colonies, where defects 
can only be remedied at great cost and 
inconvenience. The ‘‘carriage,’’ by 
which I understand freight to be meant, 
is not put up to tender because there is 
only one British line running regularly to 
the West Coast of Africa. 
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(2.15.) QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


Questions, 





Imports of Live Stock into the Transvaal. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether any tax is made on 
cattle entering the Transvaal ; and, if so, 
will he say how much per head. 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror THE 
COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.) : All kinds of live stock 
are free on_ importation into the 
Transvaal. 


Irregular Troops—Pension Grievances— 
Case of Mrs Mackenzie. 


Sir JOHN LENG (Dundee): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether he is aware that Mrs. J. R. 
Mackenzie, a widow residing at Maritz- 
burg, Natal, who has had three sons 
serving in the British forces in South 
Africa, one of whom, a trooper in the Ist 
Imperial Light Horse, was killed on 
Wagon Hill, while a second serving in 
the Scottish Horse, died in hospital on the 
22nd July last, from exposure and over- 
work during the war, and the third son, 
in the Natal Carabineers, was severely 
wounded on 5th February 1902, and has 
been in hospital ever since, has been in- 
formed that she can obtain no compensa- 
tion for the loss she has suffered by their 
deaths, on the ground that they were 
not in the Imperial Army nor in the 
Natal Volunteer Corps; and, seeing that 
if the two dead sons had been in the 
Imperial Army compensation would have 
been awarded to her, and if they had 
been in the Natal Volunteers she would 
have been entitled to a pension of £52 per 
annum for each, and that she is in poor 
circumstances, can he arrange that special 
consideration shall be given to her case. 


* THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE WAR OFFICE (Lord STANLEY, 
Lancashire, Westhoughton): No com- 
munication from Mrs Mackenzie has 
reached the War Office. The regulations 
however, do not admit of a grant to the 
mother of a soldier who dies, even if in 
action. Her case has been considered by 
the representative of the Patriotic Fund 
Commissioners in South Africa, who 
found that the extent of her means de- 
barred her from any grant. Ihave no 
knowledge of the grants made by the 
Colony in the case of Natal Volunteers. 
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Civil Surgeons and War Honours. 

Mr. SOAMES (Norfolk, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether any decorations, emolument, or 
other reward will be bestowed upon the 
civil surgeons in Great Britain and Ire- 
land who have been attached to the 
Royal Army Medical Corps throughout 
the whole duration of the South African 
war; and whether, in terminating the 
engagements of such surgeons, considera 
tion will be given te the length of their 
services with the Royal Army Medical 


Corps. 
* Lorp STANLEY : A large number of 


honours has been given to civil surgeons 
serving in South Africa, but it is not pro- 
posed to bestow any such decoration or 
reward to the civil surgeons who have 
been employed at home during the war. 
As regards engagements, their termina- 
tion is regulated by their agreements, and 
extensions are decided upon according to 
local conditions. 


Height Standards for the Cavalry. 
*Sir J. DICKSON-POYNDER 
(Wiltshire, Chippenham): I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for War if he will 
state the maximum and minimum standard 
of height now laid down for recruits to be 
admitted into the Regular Cavalry. 


*Lorp STANLEY: The standards of 
height are as follow— 


Maximum Minimum 
Ft. In. Ft. In. 


Household Cavalry 6 1 & 
Lancers. : § 9 5 66 
Dragoons 5.8 5 5 
Hussars 5 66 5 64 


*Sim ¢. DICKSON-POYNDER: Is 
it not the fact that the standard laid 
down has been so low during the past 
year that many of the recruits admitted 
into the Cavalry, especially in Ireland, 
have been considered since to be unfit for 
the service ? 


* Lorp STANLEY : No, Sir, I do not 
think that is the case. 


Employment for Ex-Soldiers. 
Masor RASCH (Essex, Chelmsford) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether he will consider the 
possibility of employing reservists and 


‘ time-expired men on fatigue and special 
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duties, such as mess waiters, garrison 
police, officers’ servants, orderlies, and 
canteen Men, 


* Lorp STANLEY: The whole question 
of replacing soldiers by ex-soldiers, etc., 
in respect of the performance of these 
and similar duties has been under and 
is still the subject of very careful 
consideration, but my hon. and gallant 
friend is aware that any such proposal 
must add considerably to the Army 
Estimates. 


Time-Expired Men. 
Mason RASCH: 
Secretary of State for War whether 
time-expired men, as well as Reserves in 
A, B, C, D, may rejoin for short periods ; 
and if married men with their wives 
will be on the strength or granted 
separation allowance. 


*Lorp STANLEY: Time-expired men 
can only rejoin by re-enlisting for three 
years, and must be under thirty years 
of age. The married men, who 
engage only for one year, will be 
entitled to the privileges of the married 
roll, but their wives will draw separation 
allowance. 


Cape Guardafui Lighthouse. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether any decision has yet been 
arrived at in regard to the proposed 
establishment of a lighthouse on Cape 
Guardafui. 


*THe UNDER SECRETARY oF 
STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Lord 
CRANBORNE, Rochester): The answer is 
in the negative. 

Mr. WEIR: May I ask, seeing that 
this matter has been under consideration 


for some years, when some decision is 
likely to be arrived at ? 


*Lorp CRANBORNE: The decision 
does not lie with the British Govern- 
ment entirely. 


Penrhyn Quarry Dispute. 
Mr. DAVID THOMAS (Merthyr Tyd- 
fil): I beg to ask the President of the 
Board of Trade whether at any time 


I beg to ask the! 
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can | 


during the two years over which the 
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dispute at the Penrhyn Quarries has 
now extended, or prior to its commence- 
ment, either of the parties more immedi- 
ately interested has directly made the 
application to the Department required to 
be made before the Board of Trade can 
exercise the power conditionally conferred 
upon it by sub-Section (c) of Clause 2 of 
the Conciliation Act, 1896, of appointing 
a person or persons to act as a conciliator 
or as a board of conciliation. 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The 


answer is in the negative. 


Mr. DAVID THOMAS: Has neither 
party on any occasion made any approach 
to the Board of Trade in respect of the 
dispute ! 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR : No, Sir. 


Hours of Railway Servants. 

Captain NORTON (Newington, W.) : 
I beg to ask the President of the Board 
of Trade whether, seeing that, according 
to the Return just issued with reference 
to the hours of railway servants, it appears 
that upon three of the principal railways 
in this country 89 per cent. of the goods 
guards and brakesmen, and 85 per cent. 
of the engine-drivers and firemen were 
working during the month of December 
last for more than twelve hours ata time, 
he will use his good offices with these 
companies in order to obtain a reduction 
of these hours. 


THE PRESIDENT or THE BOARD oF 
TRADE (Mr. Geratp Barour, Leeds, 
Central): The hon. and gallant Member's 
Question would seem to imply that the 
percentages,to which he refers represent 
the number of railway servants working 
continuously throughout the month for 
more than twelve hours ata time. What 
the percentages really indicate is the 
number of railway servants who on one 
or more occasions during the month 
worked for more than twelve hours at a 
time. The percentage of days exceeding 
twelve hours, which is also given in the 
Return, is a better guide to the condition 
of affairs than the percentage of servants 
employed. I have communicated with 
various railway companies with the object 
suggested in the Question, and I also 
propose to call for a similar Return of 
hours for next December. 
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Cottars in the Island of Lewis. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate if he can furnish a Com- 
parative Statement showing the number 
of cottars in the Island of Lewis at the 
time of the passing of The Crofters Act, 
1886, and the number at the present 
time. 


THe LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
GRAHAM Murray, Buteshire): A detailed 
Report on the social condition of the 
people of Lewis in 1901 as compared 
with twenty years ago, prepared by 
the Crofters Commission, was laid on 
the Table of the House last week, and 
will be circulated so soon as the printing 
is completed. The hon. Member will 
find information on the subject of his 
question in that Report, to which I hope 
he will allow me to refer him. 


Crofts in Ross-shire and the Island 

of Lewis. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate whether, in view of the fact 
that the Deer Forest Commission state, 
at Page X. of their Report, dated 10th 
March, 1895, that any scheme that would 
result in affording cottars the opportunity 
of obtaining crofts such as presently exist 
would operate a substantial relief both 
to the cottars themselves and to the 
neighbouring crofters, he will take steps 
to meet the requirements in this direction 
of the cottars in the Island of Lewis and 
on the western mainland of Ross-shire. 


Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: I beg 
to refer the hon. Member to the answer 
given to a similar (Question asked by him 
on the 23rd instant,+ to which, for the 
present, I am unable to add anything. 

Mr. WEIR: May I ask whether the 
Secretary for Scotland has any intention 
of visiting the Island of Lewis to see for 
himself the serious state of affairs there ? 

*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That 
does not arise out of the Question. 
Education Bill—Denominational School 

Teachers’ Appointments. 
Mr. HERBERT LEWIS (Flint 


Boroughs): I beg to ask the Secretary | 


to the Board of Education whether, under 
Clause 8, sub-Section (1) (c), the local 
education authority will have the right 
to call for evidence of the comparative 





+ See page 613. 
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educational fitness of candidates for the 
post of head teacher in a denominational 


school other than the candidate recom- 
mended by the managers. 


(Juestions, 


THe SECRETARY or THE BOARD 
oF EDUCATION (Sir WILLIAM Ansoy, 
University): The answer to 
the hon. Member’s Question is in the 
negative. 


Mr. HERBERT LEWIS: May I ask 
if an answer in a contrary sense was not 
given by the Attorney General ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! It is 
not in order to refer to an answer 
previously given. 


Suggested Government Instructions to 
Resident Magistrates. 

Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, 8.): On behalf 
of the hon. Member for South Down, 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
can state if any resident magistrates who 
have adjudicated in cases under the 
Criminal Law and Procedure (Ireland) 
Act have had any interview with any 
Dublin Castle official or officials during 
the past three months, or have been in 
written communication with any such 
official or officials; and whether he has 
any objection to stating the nature of 
such interviews or communications. 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Wynpiam, Dover): I have 
no doubt that communications dealing 
with claims for travelling expenses and 
so forth have passed between persons 
holding official positions in Dublin 
Castle and resident magistrates engaged 
in the hearing of cases under the Act 
mentioned during the past three months; 
but such communications had noreference 
to the discharge by these magistrates of 
their judicial duties. On this subject ! 
would refer the hon. Member to my 
reply to the Question addressed to me on 
Monday last by my hon. friend the 
Member for North Fermanagh. 


Mr. TULLY: Is there a log book 
kept at Dublin Castle showing {the 
movements of the officials? 


(No answer was returned.) 
t See page 818, 
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Swords Borough School—Case of Michael | Treatment of Crimes Act Prisoners. 


a | Mr. TULLY: On behalf of the hon. 

Mr. MACARTNEY (Leitrim, 8.): [| Member for the Ossory Division of 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the| Queen’s Co., I beg to ask the Chief 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, (1) whether | Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
his attention has been called to the ase | Ireland, (1) whether the hon. Members for 
of Michael Keegan, who recently sucvess- | Birr Division, King’s Co., Messrs. Wm, 
fully competed for a borough schoo | Lowry, D.C., M. Hogan, D.C., and 
scholarship at Swords ; and that, though | Michael Glennon, prisoners in Tullamore 
first in order of merit, he has been | Gaol, undergoing terms of imprisonment 
disqualified by the examiners; (2) will under The Criminal Law and Procedure 
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(Questions. 





he state whether the alleged ground of | 
disqualification existed in the case of | 
previous holders of scholarships; (3) | 


whether the action of the examiners is | 
in accordance with precedent; (4) to| 
what, denominations Michael Keegan | 
and the two examiners belonged | 
respectively ; and (5) whether the| 
matter has been referred to the Board | 
of National Education. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The facts are| 
correctly stated in the first part of the | 
(Juestion. I have no information on the | 
second and third inquiries. The lad 
Keegan is a Protestant and the examiners | 
are Roman Catholics. The objection to | 
the decision of the examiners has been | 
reterred to the Commissioners of National | 
Education who have informed the | 
examiners that in their judgment | 
Keegan was a qualified candidate. | 


Irish Railway Facilities. 


Mr. TULLY: On behalf of the hon. 
Member for North Cork I beg to ask the 
Chief Seeretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
ot Ireland whether his attention has 
been called to the complaints made by | 
the merchants and traders of the district 
of the trattic arrangements of the Kanturk 
and Newmarket Railway as managed by 
the Great Southern and Western Railway 
Company ; and, seeing that the taxpayers 
of the district are liable for a perpetual 
guarantee for the maintenance of the 
line, will the Agricultural and Technical 
Instruction Department take steps to 
secure adequate railway facilities for this 
district. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Department 
has received a complaint in regard to the 
train service between Newmarket, Cork, 
and Waterford, and is making inquiry 
Into the matter. 





(Ireland) Act, 1887, are obliged to take 
exercise in the ring amongst the ordinary 
prisoners; and (2) whether the hon. 
Member for Tullamore Division, also in 
the same prison, and who has been trans- 
ferred to the infirmary by order of the 
prison surgeon, is denied the use of a 


knife and fork. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The reply to the 
first inquiry is in the negative. The 
prisoners are in the “star” Class, and 
accordingly are not exercised with 
habitual criminals or prisoners of corrupt 
habits. In respect to the second inquiry, 
convicted prisoners are not allowed the 
use of knives and forks. Food reyuiring 
to be cut up is cut before being served, 
and a spoon is supplied. The hon. 
Member for the Tullamore Division 
recently informed one of the Members 
of the Prisons Board who visited the 
prison that he was receiving every kind- 
ness and attention and had no complaint 
to make. 


Mr. TULLY: When I was a hard 
labour prisoner in Tullamore I exercised 
alone. 


Labourers (Ireland) Act—Skibbereen 
Applications. 

Mr. TULLY: On behalf of the hon. 
Member for the South Division ot County 
Cork I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
is aware that the Rural District Council 
of Skibbereen have made four applica- 
tions to the Commissioners of Public 
Works for a loan under the Labourers 
(Ireland) Acts; and gave each time 
satisfactory assurances that the loan 
would be paid in half-yearly instalments ; 
and will steps be taken to grant this 
loan to enable this scheme to be carried 
into effect. 
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Mr. WYNDHAM: The Commissioners 
required the District Council to under- 
take that; the half-yearly payments in 
respect not only of the new loan, but 
also of existing loans, would be punctually 
made. The Council gave the undertak- 
ing as regards the proposed new loan, 
but refused to give it as to existing loans. | 
The application cannot, therefore, be 
proceeded with. 


Education 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION— 
MR. TULLY. 

Mr. TULLY: By way of personal 
explanation may I be permitted to say 
that the only right I claim in asking 
these (Juestions is the right of conquest 
won in single combat here ? 


* Mr. SPEAKER : Order, order! The 
hon. Member has acted most improperly. 
It is a well-known rule of this House 
that (Juestions are not to be asked on 
behalf of another Member except at his 
request and on his behalf, and what the 
hon. Member has done is quite contrary 
to the usual practice and courtesies of 
this House. 


Mr. TULLY: May I respectfully say I 
thought that the spoils remained to the 
conqueror. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 
Str WILLIAM HARCOURT (Mon- 
mouthshire, W.): I beg to ask the First 


Lord of the Treasury what will be the 
business for the rest of the week. 


THE PRIME MINISTER anp FIRST 
LORD or THe TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
Batrour, Manchester, E.): I propose to 
take the Education Bill at all the sittings 
during the remainder of the week. 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
BILL. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. J. W. LowrHer (Cumberland, 
Penrith) in the Chair. ] 


Clause 8— 
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Bill. 1080 


Another Amendment proposed— 
“In page 3, line 17, after the words ‘out 
of,’ to insert the words ‘subscriptions, dona- 


tions, income from endowment, or other.’ ”— 
(Mr. A. K, Loyd.) 


Question again proposed, ‘‘ That those 


| words be there inserted.” 


(2.25.) Lorp EDMUND = FITZ. 
MAURICE (Wiltshire, Cricklade) said 
he had an Amendment further down 
on the Paper with regard to the question 
of endowment, and the hon. Member for 
the Abin gdon Division, when he moved his 
Amendment at a very late hour on the 
previous night, intimated quite accu- 
rately that it raised the same point only 
in a different manner. Now he was 
anxious to insert a proviso to make it 
perfectly clear that these endowments, 
which were very numerous in connec- 
tion with elementary schools, should 
not be appropriated by the managers 
of the schools and carried to the build- 
ings and repairs fund, but that they 
should be used for educational purposes, 
and go in diminution of the rates and 
burdens thrown on the general body 
of taxpayers. This matter was very 
important in itself, and it became doubly 
important by reason of the decision 
which the Committee unfortunately 
came to on the previous evening with 
regard to paying a rent for the teacher's 
dwelling-house, because, in consequence, 
a large county authority would, in 
future, have to hand over a very con- 
siderable sum from the rates to the 
managers in relief of the burden they 
would otherwise have to bear them- 
selves in regard to the upkeep of their 
buildings. It was impossible, of course, 
to state exactly what the sum would 
amount to, but one might gather from 
the concessions made by the Government 
to the friends of the so-called denomi- 
national and voluntary schools, coupled 
with the present Amendment, that 
there was a great desire, on the Minis- 
terial side of the House, to constitute, 
out of the rentals paid by the local 
authorities, an endowment fund which 
would very largely, and, in some cases, 
alniost entirely, relieve the supporters 
of these denominational schools from 
the necessity of finding money by 
voluntary subscriptions, for the main- 
tenance of the fabric. It might appear 
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the most just and rational thing in the 
world that, if there were endowments 
attached to a denominational school, 
they should necessarily go in support 
of the fabric of the school. But it was 
not enough merely to state a general 
proposition of that kind. They had to 
ask themselves how, in a greas number 
of cases the endowments came to belong 
to the Church of England. We un- 
hesitatingly say that, if they examined 
the records of the Charity Commis- 
sioners, they would find that, in a vast 
number of instances, the denominations, 
and more especially the Church of 
England, had become possessed of funds 
which the pious founders never intended 
them to have. In the early days of the 
history of these endowments, before the 
Charity Commission came into existence, 
it was an exceedingly common thing 
for the Court of Chancery to assume 
that silence on the point in the trust 
deed implied an intention on the part 
of the founder that the charity should 
vo to the Established Church. In the 
century before last enormous charities 
were handed over to the Church of 
England, although the scheme was 
never stamped with any denominational 
desire at all. And even when the 
Charity Commission came into existence 
the same process continued, and there 
had been numerous cases in which 
endowments given for purposes which 
had ceased to exist, and which were in 
no way connected with education, were 
handed over in support of the National 
school. If the Amendment of the hon. 
Member for the Abingdon Division were 
adopted in all these cases in which the 
Church of England was enabled to take 
possession of the endowment, simply 
because at the time it owned the only 
school in the parish, it would be enabled to 
appropriate it in aid of the denominational 
side of school management. Lookingatthe 
broad aspect of many of these educa- 
tional endowments which dated from a 
very remote period, they said that there 
were among them iarge funds which, 
from time to time, had been found to 
have no use at all under the original trust 
deeds—funds larger than any purely 
local funds. There was, for instance, 
the ease of Betton’s Charity, from which 
almost all the Church schools in the 
south and west of England received a 
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small sum every year. In passing, he 
might observe that, in his opinion, its 
value was frittered away by this method 
of distribution. Betton was an excellent 
person who left a large sum for the 
rescue of people, especially children, who 
had been captured by Algerine pirates 
in the days when those pirates devastated 
the English and Irish Channels. They 
were not graced, he believed, at that time 
with the presence of the Irish Members 
of the House, but he was sure they 
would endorse his statement that the 
Roman Catholic inhabitants of Ireland 
suffered quite as much as other people 
from the depredations of these pirates. 
The fund was left for the rescue of these 
children equally with those of tie chil- 
dren of Anglicéans and Nonconformists. 
After a time, of course, the pirates dis- 
appeared, and the charity became useless, 
and the fund was devoted to education, 
and mainly distributed among Church 
of England schools. Why, in such acase, 
should funds which were never left to 
the Church of England be used for any- 
thing except for the benefit of the 
people of the district generally? He 
might mention a more extreme case as 
showing the absurdity of devoting these 
endowmentstoChurchof Englandschools, 
which, after all, would be the principal 
beneficiaries under the Bill if it were 


amended as suggested by the hon. 
Member for the Abingdon Division. 
There was the famous old lady 


who figured in the early records of 
the Charity Commission, as, animated 
by a splendid spirit of piety, leaving a 
considerable sum to buy wood in order 
to burn heretics—Anglicans and Non- 
conformists, no doubt. He was informed 
that even that charity had somehow or 
other been diverted into the ever-gaping 
coffers of the Church of England schools. 
He repeated that a very large proportion 
of these endowments came from sources 
which were in no way whatever denomi- 
national, and therefore the ratepayers of 
the country, and not any particular de- 
nomination—Church of England or Non 
conformist, or Roman Catholice—ought to 
become the beneficiary of the charity. 
He sincerely hoped that after the great 
concession yesterday of the rental of the 
schoolmasters’ dwellings the Government 
would not make any additional conces 
sion by accepting this Amendment, but 
that, on the contrary, if the Bill were 








1083 


Education 


not quite clear on the point, they would 
at the proper time accept an Amend- 
ment in a contrary sense, so as to make 
it certain that the ratepayers of our 
towns and country districts should reap 
the advantage of these funds which were 
left by the wisdom of our ancestors for 
the benefit, not of any particular de- 
nomination but of the people at large. 


THe PRIME MINISTER anv FIRST 
LORD or tHe TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
Batrour, Manchester, E.) said he had 
listened with great interest to the erudite 
speech of the noble Lord, which recalled 
to their memories, or rather, he should 
say, gave them information on the sub- 
ject with which, he confessed, he person- 
ally was very imperfectly acquainted ; 
but he did not really think that the 
speech had much bearing on the Amend- 
ment. The Government held that they 
must deal in a separate Clause with the 
whole subject of endowments. He did 
not think that this difficult and com- 
plicated subject could be summarily dis- 
posed of either by the Amendment of 
his hon. friend or by the Amendment of 
the noble Lord, which came lower down 
on the Paper. He would, of course, on 
behalf of the Government, absolutely 
refuse to accept the noble Lord’s Amend- 
ment which, if carried, would as he 
understood it prevent any endowments 
now used for voluntary schools from 
being continued to be used for that 
purpose. That was a quite inadmissible 
proposition. On the other hand, he 
thought that if his hon. friend’s words 
were accepted they might lead to the 
erroneous conclusion that all the endow- 
ments now used for voluntary schools 
were to be transferred to the party con- 
cerned in their future maintenance, 
which would be represented by the 
managers, in other words, that all the 
endowments now used for the schools 
should be at the disposal of the managers 
for that school, and in relief of the 
obligations of the managers. That would 
be going too far on the other side. 
Speaking generally, he thought the 
equitable plan would be that where an 
endowment was left for what might be 
generally called, in an untechnical sense, 
the maintenance and upkeep of the 
school, that should be divided bet ween 


Loi Edmund Fitzmaurice. 
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the education authority and the 
managers, and that, so far as it went to 
the managers, it should, of course, go in 
relief of the obligations of the managers 
under the Bill. On the other hand, 
where it went to the local authority it 
should go in relief of the ratepapers of 
the parish, The Government were 
clearly of opinion that it would never do 
to use these funds to diminish the 
general burden of the rates under the 
local education authority. It was, he 
would not say always, a_ parochial 
charity, but at all events a charity 
restricted in its area, and they did not 
propose that its benefits should go be- 
yond that area. That portion, there- 
fore, which would go to the education 
authority would be properly used for the 
diminution of the education rate in the 
area for the benefit of which it was 
originally left. He was not at all dis- 
turbed in his view that this was an 
equitable plan by the noble Lord’s his 
torical proof that the voluntary schools, 
and the Church schools in particular, 
had absorbed in the course of centuries 
some endowments which were originally 
devoted to purposes probably now 
entirely obsolete. The general policy he 
recommended the House to adopt could 
not be dealt with in this Clause. As 
regarded the Amendment to the Clause 
which his hon. friend had moved, he 
thought it would be misleading to insert 
the words proposed. He believed they 
would be interpreted as the noble Lord 
himself had interpreted them, as mean- 
ing that every endowment now used for 
aiding voluntary education in a parish 
should go entirely to the managers of the 
voluntary school in that parish. That. 
he thought, was going too far. Though 
he did not believe that the words neces- 
sarily carried that interpretation, he 
thought they would mislead hasty 
readers of the Bill. He would suggest, 
therefore, that the words should not 
be inserted. As to the question of per- 
sonal liability, it was distinctly under- 
stood that there was no personal liability 
on the part of the managers. They 
could only use the funds at their disposal. 
They were not under any personal or 
individual obligation to find funds from 
their own resources, if other resources 
should fail them. 


He hoped he had 
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made quite clear what the 
ment were aiming at. Their policy fol- 
lowed a middle course between two 
extremes. It could only be dealt with in 
a separate section, and he trusted the 
Committee would wait until that section 
was before them before discussing the 
matter in detail. : 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
dee) said he would like to point out that 
Clause 13, sub-Section 2, provided that 
all receipts in respect of any school 
maintained by a local education author- 
ity, including the annual Parliamentary 
grant, but excluding sums _ specially 
applicable for purposes for which pro- 
vision was to be made by the managers, 
should be paid to that authority. The 
President of the Local Government Board, 
when in charge of the Bill, referring to 
the words ‘‘ all receipts in respect of any 
school,’ said that every farthing of 
income derived from endowments would 
pass beyond the managers and go into 
the coffers of the County Council. He 
would like to know whether the Prime 
Minister authorised that statement or 
approved of it now. It was not credit- 
able to the House that they should be 
working their way through this com- 
plicated Clause dealing with trust deeds 
and endowments without having a single 
syllable of information as to the number 
and character of them, and he hoped 
the right hon. Gentleman would lay 
before them full information as to their 
extent and character, and accelerate the 
laying of the trust deeds on the Table. 


Mr. LAURENCE HARDY (Kent, 
Ashford) said he did not think his 
hon. friend, in whose absence and 
at whose request he had taken charge 
of the Amendment, would desire to 
press it after tne speech of the right 
hon. Gentleman the Leader of the 
House. But he would like to ask the 
Attorney General if he were satisfied that 
the words “provided by them” allowed 
the managers to make use of any moneys 
which might eventually come into their 
possession, such as endowments, rents, 
donations, or subscriptions. If the hon. 
and learned Gentleman could give him 
that assurance, he thought he might ask 
leave to withdraw the Amendment. 


Tue ATTORNEY-GENERAL (Sir 
Robert Frxiay, Inverness Burghs) said 
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he thought it was quite clear that these 
words would enable the managers to 
defray the cost of repairs or improve- 
ments out of any funds which might be 
at their disposal from whatever source. 
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Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON thought 
it would be difticult to reconcile that with 
the words of the sub-Nection to which he 
had referred. 


* Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire,Forest of Dean) said it was quite clear 
Clause 13 did not meet the point, but as 
the Prime Minister had promised a new 
scheme, they could hardly discuss the 
matter now. He wished, however, to 
utter one word of protest on the part of 
parishes which had very large endow- 
ments. It would not be fair to the 
parishes or groups of parishes for which 
these endowments had been provided 
that the endowments should become 
purely national or county gifts. These 
funds were given before there was any 
public assistance to education, and they 
were the gifts of the patriotic inhabitants 
who desired to benefit a parish or group 
of parishes. To ensure that they were 
not lost to that parish or group of 
parishes, an important change in the 
Bill was required, and when it was sub- 
mitted they could discuss it. 


Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 8.) said they 
were not proposing to discuss the whole 
question, but there could be no im- 
propriety in calling attention at that 
stage to the fact that this was one of the 
most important questions in the Bill. 
There were a great many endowments, 
many of which had gone into the hands 
of the secondary schools, and they had 
been misapplied in this sense, that they 
had not given any greater benefit to the 
parish than they would have received 
without it, because the money had been 
appropriated to the relief of the wealthier 
inhabitants of that liability they would 
otherwise have been under for rates or 
voluntary subscriptions, and the poor for 
whose benefit the charities were really 
left had not been helped at all. He 
asked the right hon. Gentleman whether 
he intended, on behalf of the Govern- 
ment, to lay before the Committee a 
Clause. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes; 
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Mr. BRYCE said he thought he might 
assent, subject to certain qualifications, 
to the proposition that these endow- 
ments should be applied, not to the 
relief of the county ratepayers, but the 
local ratepayers. But he took exception 
tothe contention that the managers were 
proper objects for the benefit of these 
charitable funds. He repeated that these 
charities were given for the education 
ot the people, and they ought not to be 
appropriated in order to relieve the 
managers of their obligation, either in a 
personal capacity or as representinga body 
of thesubscribers, to maintain the school. 
They were not given to relieve them of 
obligations which would otherwise have 
fallen upon them. He desired at the 
present moment to enter a caveat 
against any scheme which would, in 
defiance of what he thought was the 
policy of the law, in defiance of the 
intention of the pious founders, and 
in defiance of the bargain suggested 
by this Bill, apply those charity funds 
to the relief of the pockets of those who 
ought to pay. 

*(3.0.) Mr. GRIFFITH BOSCAWEN 
(Kent, Tunbridge) said the question 
o the endowments was a very diffi- 
cult one, because they had _ been 
left under different circumstances and 
for different reasons. There were 
some endowments which had _ been 
left for education in connection with 
a particular denomination. In dealing 
with these it seemed to him that they 
should properly be given to the 
managers, because there was no doubt 
about the intention of the founders. 
There was another class of endowments 
which had been left for the benefit of 
the education of the poor generally in the 
parish. There he thought they were left 
for education simply, and for that reason 
he did not think they should go to the 
managers. They ought to go to the local 
authority for the parish in some such 
way as that indicated by the First 
Lord. Then there was a third class 
which had been left for a particular 
purpose, but which, being no longer 
required for that purpose, had been 
diverted by the Charity Commissioners 
to a particular local elementary school. 
Since the passing of the Endowed Schools 
Acts and the ElementaryEducation Act of 
1870, it had beenthe custom of theCharity 
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Commissioners in nearly all cases to 
make such diversion to secondary educa- 
tion. Roughly speaking, there were 
very few such cases since 1869 or 1870. 
The suggestion he would make was 
that some body, such as the Board of 
Education or the Charity Commis- 
sioners, probably the Board of Educa. 
tion, should have power to go into 
every single endowment in order to 
ascertain the purpose for which it was 
originally left, and how it had since 
been applied, and to decide whether 
it should be paid over to the managers 
in future or to the county authority 
for the maintenance of a school in that 
particular parish. Unless they did that 
he did not see how they would arrive 
at any fair or satisfactory solution of the 
case. He could not agree with the right 
hon. Gentleman opposite that the en- 
dowments were being misapplied. When 
they were left the State did not 
supply education at al!, and unless 
these endowments had been left there 
would have been no school for the 


people. 


Mr. BRYCE said he was speaking 
from the experience he had thirty-five 
years ago when he was  Assistant- 
Commissioner examining into the con- 
dition of those endowed schools, What 
he then found was—he did not say 
misapplication in the sense that there 
was anything criminal—that there 
were a great many rural parishes in 
which there were these old endowed 
schools. Where there was one of these 
parishes, the local people, the local 
magnates, who would otherwise have 
subscribed to establish a National, or 
perhaps a British school were relieved of 
the necessity of subscribing. Therefore 
they were able to be relieved of burdens 
which their neighbours in the adjoining 
parishes were bearing. 


Mr. GRIFFITH BOSCAWEN said 
that very often a rich man instead of 
giving an annual subscription had 
capitalised his subscription by way of an 
endowment. Surely it was perfectly 
fair in that case that the interest of the 
endowment should go for the benefit. 
either of the subscribers or ratepayers 
as the case might be. He did not think 
there was very much difference between 
Members of the Committee on this 
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question. He made this suggestion, 
because he felt that it was a matter that 
must be dealt with later on when the 
First Lord submitted his proposal. 


Mr. M‘KENNA (Monmouthshire, N.) 
said there were two questions raised 
here, firstly, what endowments were 
to be paid to the local authority, 
and secondly, what use was to be 
made by the local authority of the 
money after it had been paid over. The 
first question was already decided by 
sub-Section 2 
ought not to go back upon that pro- 


vision. On the second point he thought 
they were all agreed. When the endow- 
ment had been paid to the local 


authority, they should be paid out by 
the local authority of the particular 
parish tor the use of which the endow- 
ment was given. ‘The Government 
would not be dealing fairly if they pro- 
posed another Clause to go back on the 
provision made in sub-Section 2 of Clause 
ig. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: May I venture 
to suggest to the Committee that we 
ought not now to discuss this! I stated 
that I should indicate the scheme of the 
Government, but if any endeavour to 
meet the mind of the Committee on a 
subject like this is to be followed by a 
long discussion, not on the Amendment 
but on a matter not absolutely germane 
to the Amendment, | shall be obliged to 
cut off the information I give to the 
House to limits which | think would be 
convenient to the House. J 


Mr. HUMPHREYS-OWEN  (Mont- 
gomeryshire) said that formerly there had 
been an unsatisfactory system of dealing 
with disputed pointsin regard to endow- 
ments, that, namely, of bringing them 
up for decision by a more or less Party 
vote after twelve o'clock in a jaded 
House. He hoped the First Lord would 
make provision in the new scheme which 
would obviate the injustice which had 
occasionally happened under the existing 
practice. 

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 

Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax) moved to 
leave out “them ”’ and insert “founda- 


tion managers’ in line 18 of Clause 8. 
The hon. Member on the other side 
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appeared to be afraid that the words 
‘provided by them” would put some 
liability on the managers as individuals. 
He certainly took the same view on 
reading the words “ provided by them.” 
He understood the First Lord now to say 
that that was not so, and that they would 
have, and could have, no financial respon- 
sibility themselves. He moved this 
Amendment simply to protect the two 
elected managers against any possible 
financial liability which it would be unjust 
to place on their shoulders. The First 
Lord’s Amendment so farmet the difficulty, 
but he wanted to know what would happen 
in thiscase. Suppose that the four founda- 
tion managers and the two elected 
managers acting together gave orders for 
the enlargement of a school at a cost of 
£500, they employed a contractor, and 
the work was done before they had raised 
subscriptions for the purpose ; suppose 
further that they failed to raise the sum 
by subscriptions, and the contractors sued 
the managers, was it not a fact that the 
two elected managers would have to share 
the responsibility for the liability incurred ? 
That was a danger which he wished to 
avoid, so that if poor men were elected 
managers they would have no_ possible 
burden resting on their shoulders. 


Amendment proposed— 


In page 3, line 18, to leave out the word 
‘them,’ and insert the words ‘ foundation 
managers.’ "—(Mr, Whitley.) 


(Question proposed, “That the word 
‘them’ stand part of the Clause.” 


Sirk ROBERT FINLAY : Of course the 
question of personal liability to the builder 
must in every case depend on the terms 
of the contract. There are many cases 
in which a committee is formed for a 
declared purpose. They might be con- 
sidered to have pledged their personal 
liability, and to have taken the chance of 
getting the funds by subscription or 
elsewhere to defray it. I would suggest 
to the hon. Gentleman that it would not 
be reasonable to put in “ foundation man- 
agers,” because the intention is that the 
managers should execute the repairs out 
of funds provided by them for the purpose 
as a whole. 


Mr. WHITLEY said the explanation 
was not entirely satisfactory. It would 
be possible for the four foundation 
managers to enter into a contract for 
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which the whole six would be liable, and 
in that way liability would be cast on 
the shoulders of the two elected members. 
That would be a serious thing for a poor 
man acting as one of the elected managers. 


Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.) 
objected to the introduction of the words 
proposed by the Amendment on the 
ground that he desired the managers here 
and everywhere to act asa whole. ‘The 
obligation to keep the school in repair was 
placed on the whole of the managers, and 
he believed it was the intention of the 
Government that the two public man- 
agers should have as much voice in the 
matter as the four foundation managers. 


Mr. WHITLEY asked leave to with- 
draw the Amendment. 


The Amendment was, by leave, with- 
drawn. 


* Mr. LEVY (Leicestershire, Lough- 
borough) moved to insert after “them” 
in line 18 of Clause 8 the words “* which 
shall average not less than seven shillings 
per pupil in average attendance per 
annum.” His object in moving the 
Amendment was to ensure that the 
managers would keep the schools in a 
proper state of repair and in a sanitary 
condition. They would be told that the 
question of the state of the schools 
could be controlled by the local education 
authority, who could require that the 
schools should be maintained in an 
efficient and sanitary condition, and that 
if the buildings were not so maintained 
the managers could be made to put their 
schools into a proper state of repair and 
sanitation by the Board of Education. 
At the present time the Board of Educa- 
ton possessed these powers, yet it was 
common knowledge that in the rural 
districts the instructions of the Board of 
Education were frequently disregarded, 
and the schools were often in a very 
unsatisfactory condition. It was to safe- 
guard the interests of the people that 
he proposed the Amendment. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he hoped 
the hon. Gentleman would not press his 
Amendment. 


Mr. LEVY said he certainly would. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he would ex- 
press no commert on the announcement of 


Mr. Wh itley. 
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the intentions of thehon. Gentleman except 
to say that it was obviously absurd to lay 
down that in every school—whatever its 
circumstances, whether it was large or 
small, new or old, whether it belonged to 
the State or not—the managers must 
spend the same amount per child in 
average attendance. 


Mr. LEVY said he had no special 
fascination for the sum of 7s. Let the 
Prime Minister fix a minimum of 5s, 
if he liked, but his argument was 
that there should be a minimum sum 
below which the managers should not be 
allowed to go. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he could 
not see how anything could be gained in 
enforcing the managers to spend money 
if it was not required, 


Mr. CHARLES MORLEY (Brecknock) 
pointed out that there appeared to be 
some misapprehension in the mind of the 
right hon. Gentleman, for there was 
nothing in the Amendment to compel 
managers to spend not less than 7s. per 
pupil. The Amendment merely enforced 
the provision, and not the expenditure, of 
the money. 


e 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said that that 
made it almost worse. Was the hon. 
Gentleman by the greatest effort of 
imagination to put himself into the 
position of insisting that the managers 
were to spend at the rate of 7s. per child 
per annum, whether it was wanted or not ! 


Dr. MACNAMARA said he quite 
agreed with the First Lord of the 
Treasury that such a proposition would be 
impracticable. But, on the other hand, 
it was essential that the Government 
should see that the provisions of Clause 
18 were carried out. He did not think 
that the proposal that the managers 
were to keep the buildings in a proper 
state of repair and sanitation was likely 
to be carried out. As a_ matter 
of fact, the money spent on repairs in 
many schools was entirely inadequate, as 
was shown by the return giving the 
particulars of such money spent on 
every school in the kingdom. In one 
school, with an average attendance of 
fifty children, the total amount of money 
spent on fuel, light, cleaning, rent, and 
taxes, etce., was ls. 6d. per child; and 
when they took that off the contribution 
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there was nothing left for repairs. And 
that was not an old school. The same 
argument applied to many schools in 
the country of which he could give 
details. A good standard had been set 
up in the Code recently issued in regard 
to sanitation rules. And, by the way, he 
would like to know how, for some 
mysterious reason, these rules had been 
dropped out of this year’s Code. He 
suggested that the Government should 
undertake that the moment this Bill 
became law, the Board of Education 
should send out as a matter of informa- 
tion to the local education authorities 
throughout the country, amemorandum 
as to what they considered to bea reason- 
able standard of sanitation, cleansing, 
lighting, fuel, ete. 


Tue SECRETARY or tHE BOARD or 
EDUCATION (Sir WuttiiAm ANSON, 
Oxford University) said that the demand 
of the hon. Gentleman was a reasonable 
one and he would undertake that it 
would be satisfied. 

Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower 
Hamlets, Poplar) said that the point 
of his right hon. friend had not 
been met. There could be no doubt 
that a large number of local authorities 
would insist on repairs to the school 
premises being carried out, and that the 
managers would say that they had no 
funds to do so. It would therefore take 
years to carry them out. He thought 
there was substance in the Amendment, 
and that if something were not done 
to compel the managers to provide 
the funds for repairs these would have 
to be carried out by the local education 
authority. 


(3.30.) Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Car- 
narvon Boroughs) said it was very 
desirable that there should be some 
guarantee that the repairs would be 
carried out by the managers. A large 
number of the schools were not at present 
in proper repair; and, therefore, he 
thought they were justified in regarding, 
with some amount of suspicion, the mere 
words which declare that the schools 
should be kept in repair. He was not 
quite sure, however, whether his hon. 
friend’s Amendment would meet the 
difficulty. The great difficulty was to 
know exactly what was meant by the | 
word “ repairs.” Qn the face of it, the 
word seemed very simpie ; but there had 
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been such litigation over it, that he was 
not quite sure it was clear what re- 
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sponsibility would be cast on the 
managers. It would be better to 


strengthen the Bill in the direction of 
making it clear what “repairs” would 
mean, rather than have the guarantee 
which was proposed. Would any part of 
the duty of keeping the building in good 
order be cast on the local authority ! 
Would painting or papering for instance ! 
That was the direction in which they 
should proceed ; but the point could be 
better raised on a subsequent Amend- 
ment. 


Sm ROBERT FINLAY said he 
agreed that the matter could be more 
conveniently discussed on a later Amend- 
ment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Sir EDWARD STRACHEY (Somer- 


setshire, E.) in moving an Amendment 
to provide that the managers should 
insure the school buildings against fire, 
said the buildings might very easily be 
burned ; and at present the managers 
in many cases neglected to insure them. 
Unless the Amendment were accepted, a 
very heavy liability might be thrown on 
many rural parishes. If a school which 
was not insured was burned down, the 
local authority would have to provide a 
new school, almost entirely at the expense 
of the persons living in the parish. The 
Bill was being discussed almost solely 
from the point of view of the theologian 
and the educationalist ; and the heavy 
burden which would be placed on the 
local taxpayers was forgotten. The Bill 
should be considered not only from the 
standpoint of the large towns, where a man 
only paid rates on his house, but also from 
the standpoint of the rural districts where 
a man paid rates on his entire income. 
If a school were burned down in a small 
parish, it might result in an excessive ly 
heavy rate being imposed on the rate- 
payers. 


Amendment proposed— 

‘In page 3, line 18, after the word ‘then,’ 
to insert the words ‘insure against fire and.’” 
—(Sir Edward Strachey.) 

Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted.” 

Str ROBERT FINLAY said he hoped 
the hon. Gentleman would not press his 
Amendment. It rested with the managers 
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to insure the schools ; and they could not 
impose on them by Act of Parliament an 
obligation to do that which related to 
their own business. If the managers 
desired the voluntary schools to be 
kept up then they would insure them 
against fire. If they did not insure 
schools, and they were burned down, 
the result would be that they would be 
succeeded by provided schools. That 
might be a good or a bad thing; but 
surely it was a little childish to suggest 
that managers should be compelled, by 
Act of Parliament, to do that which was 
entirely within their own province. 

Mr. COURTENAY WARNER (Staf- 
fordshire, Lichfield) said he wished 
to know if the cost of the insurance 
would fall on the rater. If it did, 
it would be a heavy burden. If 
the managers did not insure, would the 
local authority be saddled with the 
expense. That was the important point. 
As far as he was concerned, he was not 
anxious that the non-provided schools 
should be insured, because if they 
were not, they would, in the event 
of being burned down, be replaced by 
provided schools. What he wished to 
know was, would the education authority 
be expected to insure the non-provided 
schools? 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY said that people 
did not usually insure buildings not 
belonging to them. 


Question put and negatived. 
Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Denbigh- 


shire, W.) said he desired to move an 
Amendment providing that the managers 
should discharge all liabilities incurred in 
connection with the school existing at 
the passing of the Act. At present a 
very large number of denominational 
schools were in debt ; and that was a fact 
which would have to be faced in con- 
nection with the passing of the Bill. In 
August last the First Lord of the 
Treasury informed him that the local 
authority would have nothing to do with 
any such liabilities, and he now moved 
his Amendment in order that words 
might be incorporated in the Bill 
which would make that perfectly clear. 
He would put a concrete question to the 
Attorney General. If the local authority 
was not to be responsible for these 
liabilities after the passing ot;'the Bill who 


Sir Robert Finlay, 
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would be responsible forthem ? Further, 
he wished to know if the additional 
managers to be elected would be respon- 
sible with the existing managers? He 
thought the Amendment should be 
accepted in order to avoid friction. There 
was no doubt in the mind of the Govern- 
ment about the matter; why, therefore, 
should it not be made plain in the Bill? 
Again, if the Attorney General would 
refer to Section 1 of the second schedule, 
he would see that the liabilities of the 
school attendance committees were to be 
transferred to the County Councils. He 


| wished to know how that would affect 


the existing law, which laid down that 
the expenses of the attendance com- 
mittees should be met by the guardians. 


* Tue CHAIRMAN : Idonot see what 
bearing that has on the hon. Member's 
Amendment, which deals with the 
liabilities of managers. 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS said that 
the point he wished to make was that 
the Government should make it clear 
in the Bill that the local authority 
would not be responsible for existing 
liabilities. 

Amendment proposed— 

“In page 3, line 18, after the word ‘them, 
to insert the words ‘discharge all liabilities 
incurred in connection with the school existing 
at the passing of the Act.’”—(Mr. Herbert 
Roberts.) 

Question proposed “‘ That those words 
be there inserted.’—(J/r. Herbert Roberts.) 


Sir WILLIAM ANSON said the 
Amendment of the hon. Member was 
based on a misapprehension. The hon. 
Member appeared to think that the 
local education authority took over 
the school building and by so doing 
stood in the place of the school 
managers, taking over all the assets 
and becoming responsible for all 
expenditure. That was not so. The 
local education authority was only 
bound to maintain the school. The 
debts incurred by managers in the 
past would have to be discharged by 
the managers who took their place. 
The hon. Member asked who would 
pay their debts if the managers did 
not. He (Sir William Anson) might 
as well ask who would pay his own 
personal debts if he did not pay them. 
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He could only fsay he did not know. 
He only knew that the local education 
authority would not relieve the managers 
of their liabilities. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON did 
not think the hon. Gentleman had seen 
the important part of this Amendment. 
As he understood the Amendment, it 
sought to ensure that they should begin 
the new condition of things with a 
clean slate; that in return for the 
privileges which were to be given to the 
managers there should be handed over 
to the State a school with a 
mortgage on it, but a free school; 
that the managers should provide it, 
and ought to provide it, free of charge. 
A similar condition had, he believed, 
been insisted on by the Education 
Department itself in dealing with 
building grants. When building grants 
were given, the fundamental condition 
was that the ownership of the land 
was to be provided by trust deed. He 
had often asked for those deeds, but 
had never succeeded in getting them; 
but he believed that when they did see 
them they would find that those deeds 
provided that the buildings should be 
absolutely unencumbered. This Amend- 
ment practically suggested the same 
thing with regard to the schools. 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT pointed 
out that if there was a mortgage over 
the school the mortgagee might foreclose, 
and when he took possession of the 
school what would be the position? Or 
supposing the gentleman who owned 
the school had an execution put in, 
whether in secular or religious hours, 
what would be the position? It would 
be a very inconvenient thing to have 
a man in possession. 


Sir WILLIAM ANSON: Under those 
circumstances they would cease to be 
non-provided schools, if their proceedings 
are interrupted by the action of the 
managers. 

Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT said the 
managers ought not to be placed in 
a position of that kind. They desired 
to have the schools placed in a 
position that was quite clear, so that 
the local education authority might 
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feel secure. If the parties who were 
the proprietors of the school could call 
upon the local education authority to 
carry on the education in the school, 
it was necessary that the local education 
authority should have some security. 


Mr. PYM (Bedford) said he thought 
the object of this Amendment was 
sufficiently indicated by the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for South 
Aberdeen when he used the words 
“handed over.” These schools were 
not provided for the local authority, 
they were lent to the local authority. 
The result was that, if these schools were 
broken up because they were not main- 
tained by the managers who represented 
the trustees, then the county would have to 
provide schools in their place. It was 
absurd to talk of going into the question 
of the financial condition of these schools, 
which did not belong to the county. 
Every argument of the Opposition all 
through the Bill had been based upon the 
assumption that these schools belonged to 
the county, every Amendment had been 
made with the object of placing the local 
authorities in a position to deal with these 
schools as they pleased, and they could 
not do it. The Government were in- 
debted to the Church for the saving 
of a large hep nse, and in return for that 
they were obliged to make certain con- 
ditions. 


Mr. ALFRED HUTTON (Yorkshire, 
W.R. Morley) understood from the 
speech just previously made that the 
County Councils would have nothing 
to do with any of the financial ar- 
rangements of the schools. Supposing 
the opposite point were taken, and in- 
stead of having any financial control the 
County Councils had been so careful as to 
have no control whatever. If the school 
got a balance of a grant left over, would 
that go into the public exchequer of the 
county or to the managers of the school ? 
He only desired to put the question. 


*THE CHAIRMAN: That Question 
does not, I think, arise on this Amend- 
ment. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE asked, suppos- 
ing there was a sum of money due from 
the old managers, whether that liability 
would, as he assumed it must, be trans- 
ferred to the new school managers under 
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this Bill. 


liability was transferred 


trustees, he would like to know could any 


one distrain on the school 
furniture, books, or 
school—for the purpose of « 


liability incurred in connection with the 


trust itself. 

SIR 
would remain as it is. 
one man’s property for 
another. 


Mr. 


that this was a trust liabilit) 


If it was a liability incurred 
purely on account of the trust, and that 


apparatus of 


ROBERT FINLAY: 


You cannot seize | 


LLOYD-GEORGE pointed out | 
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to the new 
assets—on the 
the 
lischarging the | 





The law 


not paid. 


the debts of | 
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learned Gentleman into these abstruse 
questions, which had nothing to do with 
the Amendment. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE contended that 
if the liability incurred was in connection 
with the trust, or if it was 
with the school—it was the same thing— 
the creditor 
furniture and apparatus if the money was 
What he desired to know was, 
| would he be able to do so in the future, 


in connection 


could follow the books, 


| Would he be able to distrain for a liability 
incurred before the passing of this Bill, 


y ; the liability | 


couid not remain where it was. The | 
creditor surely could follow the trust | (3.58.) 
assets. | 
| 
Str ROBERT FINLAY said he did | 
not propose to follow the hon. and | Noes, 197. 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) | 


Allan, SirW illiam (Gateshead) 
Allen,CharlesP. (Gloue., 
Barlow, John Emmott 

Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beil, Richard 

Brige, Jolin 


Broadhurst, Henry 
Bryee. Rt. Hon. James 
Barns, John 

Burt, Thomas 


Buxton, Sydney Charles 
‘aldwell, James 

‘ameron, Robert 

‘auston, Richard Knight 
‘awley, Frederick 

‘hanning, Francis Allston 
‘remer, William Randal 
‘rombie, John William 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 


ee ee 


Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan | 


Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir ¢ ‘harles 
Duncan, J. Hastings 
Edwards, Frank 

Ellis, John Edward 

Emmott, Alfred 

Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) | 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Fuller, J. M. F. 


Gladstone, Rt.Hn.HerbertJohn | 


(soddard, Daniel Ford 

Grant, Corrie 

Grey, Rt. Hon. Sir E. (Berwick) 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Sir William | 
Harwood, (eor: we 

Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 


Mr. Lloyd-Gvorge. 


Stroud | 


AYES. 


Hayter, Rt. Hon.Sir Arthur D. 

Helme, Norval Watson 

Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 

| Hobhouse, C. E.H. (Bristol, E.) 
Horniman, Frederick John 

| Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

| Joicey, Sir James 

Jones David Brynmor(Swansea 

Jones William (Carnarvonshire 
Kearley, Hudson E. 

| Kinloch,SirJohnGeorgeSmyth 

Labouchere, Henry 

| Lambert, George 

Langley, Batty 
Layland-Barratt. Francis 
Leese, SirJosephF. (Accrington 
Leigh, Sit Joseph 

Leng, Sir John 

| Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 

| Logan, John William 

Lough, Thomas 

Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 

M‘kenna, Reginald 

Manstield, Horace Rendall 


Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mather, Sir William 
Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 


Morley, Rt. HonJohn(Montrose 
W oodhouse,SirJ T.( Hudderst d 


Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 

| 1 ’almer, SirCharlesM.(Durham 
| Partin gton, Oswald 

| Paulton, James Mellor 
Philipps, John Wynford 


NOES. 


Aird, Sir John 
‘ Allhusen, Augustus H’nry Eden 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 


‘because if that were so this Amendment 
| certainly ought to be adopted. 


Question put. 


113; 
(Division List No. 434), 


Price, Robert John 

Rea, Russell 

Reckitt, Harold James 
Reid,Sir R. Threshie ( Dumfries 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Rigg, Riehard 

Robertson, Edmund (Dandee) 
Runciman, Walter 

Schwann, Charles E. 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Statford) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 


| Spencer, RtHaC. R.( Northants 


Stevenson, Francis S. 
Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr 
Thomas, F. Freeman-( Hastings 
Thomas,J A(G lamorgan Gower 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W. 2.) 
Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 


Trevelyan, Charles Philips 


| Weir, James ( 


Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe | 


Wallace, 
W arner, 


Robert 
Thomas Courtenay T. 
Galloway 
W hite, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whiteley, George( York, W.R.) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 


| Williams, Osmond (Merioneth. 


Wilson, Fred, W.(Norfolk,Mid) 


| Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 


Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 


Yoxall, James Henry 
TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Herbert Roberts aud 


Mr. Lloyd-George. 


Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh 0. 
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Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balcarres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W ,( Leeds 
sartley, George C. T. 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Bentinek, Lord Henry C. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
boulnois, Edmund 

Bowles, Capt. H. F.(Middlesex 
Bowles, T. Gibson (King’s Lynn 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brooktield, Colonel Montagu 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Brown, Alexander H.(Shropsh. 
‘ampbell, RtHnJ. A. (Glasgow) 
‘arew, James Laurence 
‘arson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
‘avendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
‘avendish, V.C,W,(Derbyshire 
‘ayzer, Sir Charles William 
‘ecil, Lord Hush (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt, Hon.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain, RtHnJ. A( Wore. 
Chapman, Edward 

Churchill, Winston Spencer 
‘ochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E 
‘oddington, Sir William 
‘ohen, Benjamin Louis 
‘vlomb, SirJohnCharlesReady 
‘ox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Cust, Henry John . 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley- 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dorington, Rt. Hon. SirJohn E. 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W.) 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyr Edward 
Fergusson, Rt.Hn.SirJ.(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald, Sir Robert Penrose- 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, PhilipS.(Warwick,S, W, 
Galloway, William Jolinson 
Gartit, William 

Gibbs, Hon. Vicary (St. Albans) 


~ 


(4.12.) Mr. 


WHITLEY 
the Amendment standing in his name 
dealt with one of those matters which 
the Prime Minister regarded as details, 
but which gave rise to much controversy 
inthe country. He had several times been 
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Godson,SirAugustusFrederick 
Gore, HnC. R.C.Ormsby-(Salop 
Gore,Hon.S. F. Ormsby-(Linc. ) 
Goschen,Hon. George Joachim 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene,SirEW (B’ryS Edm‘nds 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. ) 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Groves, James Grimble 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Gunter, Sir Robert 

Hain, Edward 

Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hardy, Laurence( Kent, Ashf rd 
Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 

Heaton, John Henniker 
Higginbottom, 8S. W. 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hope,J. F.(Shettield, Brightside 
Horner, Frederick William 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 
Hozier,Hon..James HenryCecil 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred. 
Johnstone, Heywood 

Kemp, George 
Kennaway, Itt. Hon. SirJohnH. 
Keunedy, Patrick James 
Kenyon, Hon. Geo. T. (Denbigh) 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W.(Salop. 
Knowles, Lees 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Win. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 

Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col.CharlesW.(Evesham 
Long, Rt.Hn. Walter(Bristol,S. 
Lowther, ©. (Cumb. Eskdale) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, Reginald.) (Portsmouth) 
Macartney, Rt HnW.G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Iver,SirLewis( Edinburgh W 
M‘Killop,James (Stirlingshire) 
Maleolm, Ian 

Maxwell, RtHnSirH. E(Wigt’n 
Middlemore.J ohnThrogmort’n 
More, Robt..J asper(Shropshire) 
MorganDavidJ (Walthamstow 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, RtHnA.Graham( Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Myers, William Henry 
Newdegate, Francis A. N. 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torreus 


said that 
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’almer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Sir Gilbert 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pease Herbert Pike( Darlington 
Pemberton, John S. G. 

Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 
Pilkington, Lieut. -Col. Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 
Pym, C. Guy 

Rankin, Sir James 
Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Ratcliff, R. F. 
Rattigan, Sir William Henry 
tenwick, George 
Richards, Henry Charles 
tidley, Hon,M. W.(Stalybridge 
Ridley,S. Forde(Bethnal Green 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Samuel, Harry 8. (Limehouse) 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Seely, Maj.J.E.B.([sleof Wight 
Seton-Karr, Henry 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East) 
Smith,James Parker( Lanarks. 
Smith, Hon. W.F.D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 
Stanley, EdwardJas. (Somerset 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stewart,Sir Mark J.M ‘Taggart 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Stroyan, John 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, RtHn.J.G.(Oxf'dUniv. 
Thompson, DrEC.(Monagh'nN 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lient.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 

Walrond, Rt.Hn.SirW illiamH. 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Welby,Lt-Col. A.C.E.(Taunt’n 
Welby,SirCharlesG, E. (Notts. ) 
Whiteley,H(Ashton-und. Lyne 
Williams, RtHnJ Powell-(Birm 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Willox, Sir John Arehibald 
Wilson, A. Stanley(York,E.R. 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Younger, William 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hood and Mr. Anstruther. 


asked who, under the new conditions, 
would pay the caretaker. 
this official would be largely concerned 
with the use of the school on Sundays 
and for parochial purposes, and it was 
desirable that it should be clearly laid 


The duties of 
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down whether the managers or the local 
authority were responsible for his salary. 
If the local authority paid, would they 


Edweation 
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appliances for the carrying on of the 
school. Many of the voluntary schools 
were badly equipped, and the apparatus 





also appoint? If the managers paid, | at present provided by them was very 
would they be able to apply the usual | much behind what was required now to 
test as to the man being a frequent and | carry on efficient work. It was quite 
early communicant? It was only | Clear that as the control of secular edu- 
reasonable that the caretaker should go | cation had been handed over to the local 
along with the free use of the building, | ¢ducation authority, they would insist 


and the words he proposed to insert UPON voluntary schools bringing up their 
would make it quite clear. apparatus into line with the other schools 


of the country. His Amendment. pro- 
| vided that, in a case of that kind, the 
'managers should be responsible for the 
expense necessary to equip the school, 
The ownership of those schools would 
remain with the trustees, except when 
Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words | being used for the purposes of secular 
be there inserted.” education. He begged to move his 
| Amendment. 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said the hon. | 
Gentleman was quite right in his con- | Amendment proposed— 
jecture that he would regard this as a} ‘‘ In page 3, line 18, after the word ‘ house,’ 
rather trifling matter. He did nottknow | to — the pt ah ee! = ” educational 
why the Amendment should deal only | ee ee ees 
with the caretaker. Why Should not | Question proposed, “ That those words 
the man who swept the chimneys also | je there inserted.” 
be brought in? These points must | 
clearly be matters of arrangement be-, gig ROBERT FINLAY said he 
tween the local authority and the | hoped the hon. Member would not press 
managers. ‘this Amendment, because they were now 
dealing with the question of the building. 
Mr. M‘KENNA said the local au- | 
thority had only got the use of the | Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said that in 
school during certain hours of the day. | the case of desks they would be used not 
What happened afterwards was no con-| merely for secular education, but also 
cern of the local authority. | for Sunday school purposes, and for what 
\the Prime Minister had called social 
Mr. WHITLEY asked permission to | purposes, by the Church managers for 
withdraw his Amendment. ‘denominational purposes. Surely these 
| ought to be supplied by the managers. 
| There was nothing in the Bill to indicate 
| who had to supply these things. 
*THE CHAIRMAN: The next Amend- | 
ment, standing in the name of the hon.| sir ROBERT FINLAY said the mana- 
Member for South Islington, deals with | gers had to keep up the building, but as 
a question which has already been dis-/ regarded the furniture required, that 
posed of. It has already been decided to | would be supplied by the local education 
hand over the school free of any charge, | authority. If the furniture was to be 
and therefore the Amendment is not | used for other purposes, then the expense 
in order. The Amendment in the name | could be divided amongst them. This 
of the hon. Member for Saffron Walden} Amendment would throw upon the 
also raises a question which has been | managers the burden of providing all the 
disposed of. | educational appliances. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 3, line 18, after the word ‘ them,’ 
to insert the words ‘pay the caretaker.’ ”— 
(Mr. Whitley). 





Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. LLOYD MORGAN (Carmarthen- | Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said there was 
shire, W.) said the Amendment he wished | not a single word in the Bill to indicate 
to move was to the effect that the mana-| that. The local education authority had 
gers should supply all the educational | to maintain the staff and provide the 

Mr. Whitley. 
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salaries and books, but there was nothing 
inthe Bill about providing the furniture. 
The Attorney General said they could 
divide the cost of the furniture amongst 
them if they wished. Could the local 
education authority say to the managers— 
“We will not allow vou to use the desks 
for the purposes of a Sunday school.” If 
they could not do this, then they could 
not impose any charge. 


sir ROBERT FINLAY said the local 
education authority had to provide the 
furniture for secular instruction. They 
could remove their furniture if they liked, 
but no doubt they would leave it there. 
This Amendment would throw upon the 
managers the burden of providing the 
whole of the furniture, which was to be 
mainly used for secular education. 


(Mr. LLOYD -GEORGE contended 
that that was precisely what the volun- 
tary schools did at the present time, 
aud the Attorney General now thought 
it was a gross and iniquitous thing that 
they should be asked to continue to 
provide the furniture. The hon. and 
learned Gentleman had skilfully evaded 
the question he put to him. If the 
managers refused to pay for the use of 
the furniture they could continue to use 
it unless the local authority took it away. 
It was a preposterous suggestion to say 
that the local authority could cart away 
the furniture. The local education 
authority were to take over the whole 
charge of maintaining the school for 
sectarian purposes; last night the 
Committee passed a resolution enabling 
the managers to make a profit out of the 
school-house ; and now they were being 
asked at the expense of the State to equip 
Sunday schools and provide furniture for 
the richest denomination in the land. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON thought the 
answer given by the Attorney General 
showed that there were still one or two 
points which wanted clearing up. He said 
that the furniture, books and apparatus 
would bethe property of the local authority. 
Did he mean that in the case of all these 
schools the local authority would have to 
purchase the existing apparatus from the 
present managers? If that were so it 
meant that they were giving another very 
large endowment to the schools. It could 
not be argued that the local authority 
were to come into possession of 
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simply an empty house and would have 
to provide all the books and apparatus. 
Everybody thought that the schools were 
going to be taken over as a going concern, 
He should like some information upon this 
point because it was very germane to the 
Amendment under consideration. |The 
managers would have to repair the build- 
ing, but would they have to put the 
furniture and apparatus into a proper 
state of repair? Was it the idea of the 
Government that the local education 
authority would simply come into the 
possession of an empty building and have 
to buy all the books and apparatus from 
the existing managers of the schools ? 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY said that as 
regards the furniture in the schools there 
was nothing in the Bill about transfer to 
the local education authority, but he 
should think himself that in most cases 
the managers would allow the old furni- 
ture to go on being used. Some hon. 
Gentlemen seemed to think that there was 
nothing too bad to be imputed to the 
managers of the voluntary schools. 


Mr. BRYCE said that the more they 
avoided imputations on each side the 
better. This was a matter that ought to 
be settled in case there should be friction. 
Would it not be better to deal with it in 
the Bill? It could not be bevond the 
resources of the Attorney General to find 
words which would meet the point and 
be accepted by each side detining the 
legal rights of the local authority. 

Smk ROBERT FINLAY said he 
did not think there was any obsecur- 
ity whatever about the point. The 
managers were to provide the build- 
ings, and the furniture would remain 
the property of the managers, or 
trustees, or whosoever in whom it was 
vested. If they agreed to allow the local 
authority to use it they might do so, 
and if they chose to make the local 
authority buy the furniture they might 
do so. As regards any new iurniture, 
that, of course, must be provided by the 
local education authority, for they 
were to maintain the school. There 
was nothing to put the managers under 
any obligation except with regard to the 
buildings. ‘lhe law was clear. He 
thought sometimes quite as much 
mischief was done by an overplus of 
legislation, as by a want of legislation. 
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Mr. 
understood that it would be in the 
power of the managers to carry away 
the furniture, the benches, maps, globes, 
ink bottles, and everything else which 
were now in the school and used tor 
educational purposes, and then to say to 
the local authority that if they wanted 
those things they must pay for them. 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY said the right 
hon. Gentleman had drawn a lurid 
picture of what might happen. Of 
course, if the managers chose to do that, 
they could. 


Mr. TREVELYAN (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Eland) said it was perfectly true that 
they did not want an overplus of legisla- 
tion, but legislation was to keep people 
in order who were not going to be 
reasonable, and what they complained 
of in this case was that something of 
this kind might happen. There would 
be a lot of old furniture, partly bought 
out of public grants, in a school, and if 
the managers chose to be unreasonable. 
it could be removed into the parish 
room. ‘Then the school would be en- 
tirely fitted up again by the public 
authority, and the new desks and other 
turniture which the public authority had 
provided could be used in the evening 
by the very people who were keeping the 
old turniture. 


Sir JOHN DORINGTON (Gloucester- 
shire, Tewkesbury) said he thought a 
protest should be made on the Govern- 
ment side of the House against the view 
stated by the Attorney General. If it 
was in the power of the managers 
throughout the country to refuse 
the use of the furniture now in the 
schools the position would be an in- 
tolerable one. He thought that would 
be very unfair and unjust, and that it 
would do a great injury to the reputation 
of the denominational schools. There- 
fore if the position was as stated by the 
Attorney General—and he had no doubt 
the hon. and learned Gentleman was 
correct—some words should be intro- 
duced in the Bill that the furniture and 
apparatus now in use in these schools 
should be at the disposal of the local 
authority in future. 


{COMMONS} 
BRYCE asked if it was to be! 





Bill. 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY said that if 
those interested in the voluntary schools 
desired that some such words should be 
inserted in the Bill the Government 
would certainly have no objection. The 
legal position was as he had stated it, 
and he believed that owing to the action 
of the voluntary school managers no 
such discredit would be brought on the 
schools as his hon. friend apprehended. 
Could the Committee imagine for a 
moment that there would be any of 
those scenes which the right hon. 
Gentleman opposite had conjured up? 
He believed that in the actual working 
of the Bill none of those vagaries would 
arise. He thought the real danger 
sometimes was occasioned by being too 
fussy in these matters and in conjuring 
up objections instead of leaving people 
to act according to their own instincts 
of what was right. 
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Mr. HENRY HOBHOUSE said he 
wished to support the appeal made by 
his right hon. friend the Member for the 
Tewkesbury Division from the ratepayers 
point of view and in the interest of the 
Bill itself. He could not conceive a 
worse start for a Bill of this description 
in a county than that the county 
authority should have to begin by 
paying a very large sum out of the 
rates of the first year for the purchase 
of a large portion of the existing 
furniture. The Attorney General said 
that a large number of the managers 
would take a liberal view, but, after all, 
the county authority would not be able 
to stand on liberality alone. They would 
have to consider the ratepayers, and also 
how they could deal fairly with all the 
managers. The question was whether 
or not they were bound in law to pay for 
the furniture. He could not think in 
the interest of the Bill itself, or in the 
interest of the voluntary schools, the 
county authority should have to start 
with a large burden caused by having to 
purchase the existing furniture. 


Mr. WALLACE (Perth) said the 
managers would be acting in breach 
of duty if they did not as_ trustees 
demand the price of the furniture 
if the law had not laid down anything 
contrary to the view stated by the 
Attorney General. Therefore it seemed 
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to be absolutely necessary to have the 
law so framed that no opportunity 
would be afforded for any dispute to 
arise. 


Lorp HUGH CECIL (Greenwich) said 
he thought the proper course to pursue 
was to postpone the discussion until a 
new Amendment could be brought 
forward at a later stage. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON said that 
what was wanted was that the Govern- 
ment should introduce an Amendment 
which would meet the views of all those 
who had spoken, and he asked the 
Attorney General to give a promise to 
that etfect. 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY said that two 
things were pertectly clear—first, that 
the Amendment now before the Com- 
mittee would not meet the desire of 
every Member who had spoken, and 
second, that this was not the place to 
insert words dealing with the matter, 
because they were now dealing with the 
buildings. In aecordance with what 
seemed to be the general wish of the 
Committee the Government would most 
carefully consider the point and see 
whether words could not be introduced 
which would give effect to that desire, 
although personally he did not think an 
Amendment was necessary. 


*sirnCHARLES DILKEsaid he wished 

to point out that there was a large 
portion of the contents of the school- 
rooms which was not movable furni- 
ture at all, but fixtures screwed to the 
floor, or otherwise. 


Mr. WHITLEY said that many of the 
school managers had very heavy debts, 
and if they hada right toclaim compensa- 
tion tor furniture there would be a great | 
temptation for them to do so in order to 
clear off their debts. 


Mr. LLOYD MORGAN said that after 
the promise the Attorney General had 
given, he would withdraw his Amend- | 
ment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


(4.43.) Sir JOHN DORINGTON 
said he had been struck with what the | 


{29 OcTOBER 1902} 


Bill. 1110 


hon. Member for North Camberwell 
had said in regard to the amount 
of repairs, and he could not help 


thinking that there should be some 
discrimination in regard to repairs. 
Hence he proposed that after the word 
* good,” there should be inserted 
structural.” That would indicate what 
the landlord should do, and what 
a tenant should do. The tenant 
surely should replace a broken pane of 
glass, or any of the small daily repairs of 
a school; but on the other hand larger 
repairs, for instance in regard to the 
root or the outside doors, should be paid 
for by the managers. He understood 
from the Secretary to the Board of 
Education that some general rules would 
be laid down under the Code. That 
would be quite satisfactory, but the 
Government should clear the matter up. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘In page 3, line 18, after the word ‘good,’ 
to insert the word ‘structural.’ —(Sir John 
Dorington.) 


Question proposed, “ That the word 
‘structural ’ be there inserted. 


Str ROBERT FINLAY said that the 
meaning of the words in the Bill “in 
good repair’ was that it was intended to 
include all repairs necessary to adapt 
the buildings for the purposes for which 
they were to be used. It was perfectly 
clear that the}words as they stood included 
structural repairs outside the building as 
well as keeping the paint and the 
windows in order. He thought it was 
better therefore to adhere to the words 
of the Bill, by which the responsibility 
was thrown upon the managers of doing 
all that was necessary to keep the 
buildings in a condition suitable for the 
work of a school. If they began to 
dissect the amount of repairs which the 
managers should provide in making the 
buildings suitable for use as a school, and 
the amount to be done by the local 
authority, he thought they would open 
up a very difficult subject. 


* Sir CHARLES DILKE said this 
Amendment had been moved in a very 
quiet way, but they knew that it was an 
Amendment to which the Archbishop 
of Canterbury, judging from recent 
speeches of that Prelate, attached great 
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importance. He was glad that the 
Attorney General had taken a very 
different view of the Amendment 
from its mover. If the Amendment 
were to be accepted by the Committee it 
would be as grossa breach of the under- 
standing as was that of which they 
had complained on the previous night. 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT said he 
was very glad to hear the speech of the 
Attorney General, because it conveyed 
what was thoroughly understood by the 
Committee, viz., that it was undoubtedly 
the duty of the managers to keep the 
school buildings in a condition suitable 
to the purposes for which they were 
intended. He had received the other 
day a leaflet which was being printed 
and circulated for the Primose League 
by a Cambridge Newspaper Company. 
He did not know whether it was edited 
by the late Secretary to the Board of 
Education; but the leaflet set forth the 
merits of the Bill and the reasons why 
the public should place confidence in it. 
One of the arguments was that the 
supporters of the voluntary schools 
would have to provide for all repairs, 
but any enlargement which might be 
necessary would be paid for out of the 
local rates. It seemed to him that in 
proposing this Amendment an endeavour 
was being made to take off certain 
liabilities which everybody understood 
had been undertaken by the managers 
of the voluntary schools. 


*Sir JAMES FERGUSSON (Man- 
chester, N.E.) said that the right hon. the 
Member for Forest of Dean had stated 
that this was a small matter. (Sir C. 
DiLKE: ‘No, I never said so.”| The right 
hon. Gentleman quoted the Archbishop of 
Canterbury’s speech, in which the 
Archbishop attached some importance 
to the definition of repairs. He could 
say that he was acquainted with a 
number of denominational schools which 
were kept open with the greatest 
difficulty, and only by the generous 
subscriptions often of very poor people 
who wanted to keep up the denomina- 
tional character of the schools. To his 
knowledge the Roman Catholics had 
been most liberal in their contributions 
to the upkeep of their schools. He 


thought it would be most unfair to, 


Sir Charles Dilke. 
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handicap the voluntary schools by com- 
pelling them to provide for repairs 
which in the case of board schools fell 
upon the rates. Why was secular 
education to be handicapped in voluntary 


‘schools because religious instruction was 


given in them? Hon. Members opposite 
had such a prejudice against definite 
religious instruction that as they could 
not doaswas being done in France, viz,, 
drive the denominational schools out by 
force, they were trying to obtain their 
end by the process of placing every 
possible burden upon them. It was no 
more than common fairness that those 
parents who desired their children to be 
religiously instructed should be put on 
the same footing as the parents of other 
children. He thought it was not much to 
ask that the local education authority 
should maintain the equipment for educa- 
tional purposes. This Amendment wasa 
fair one, and if they did not limit the 
denominational liability to structural 
repairs, they ought to try to define 
the furniture to be provided by the local 
authority, which he had endeavoured to 
do by an Amendment lower down on the 
Paper. 


Dr. MACNAMARA thought the hon. 
Gentleman made a mistake in endeavour- 
ing to minimise the obligations of the 
managers in this way. The question had 
been asked why should not these buildings 
be kept in repair out of the fund, like the 
School Board sehools, in the future For 
a very simple reason, because it was now 
decided that the whole cost of the educa- 
tion should be charged on the public 
fund. They had got four-sixths of the 
management of the schools, and in return 
for that it was an exceedingly small 
consideration that they should keep the 
buildings in repair? What were the 
figures ? The voluntary subscriptions last 
year amounted to £840,000, It was 
exceedingly difficult to get definite figures, 
in fact it was impossible, for the cost of 
repairs, but gathered together were a 
number of items—fuel, light, cleaning, 
repairs, rent and taxes, and miscellaneous 
expenditure—and the total of those 
items came out at £908,700. In some 
cases the rent charges were very high, 
ranning up to as much as £500 a year. 
From those figures it was plain that the 
existing voluntary contributions would 
have nearly met not only the repairs but 
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ill these other charges as well. Supposing ' 


the voluntary contributions fell to half 
that amount—fell to £450,000—he still 
chought they would be sutticient to meet 
he repairs if they took the repairs at 
ialf the entire expenditure. That he 
hought was a fair estimate. The volun- 
ary subscriptions amounted now to 
is. Sd. per child. If they fell to 3s., and 
hat was the reasonable return which the 
‘oluntary subscribers might be asked to 
nake, they would still have sufficient. He 
id not think it would do the denomina 
jons any good to make a_huckstering 
argain in this matter. For the con- 
essions made of four-sixths of the 
nanagement, the head teacher always, 
ind the right to give denominational 
eaching out of public funds, this was a 
very small return. 


*(5.10.) Mr. JAMES HOPE (Sheftield, 
Brightside) expressed the fear that the 
statement made by the Attorney General 
would give anxiety and disappointment 
to the managers of voluntary schools. 
He thought it was inconsistent with the 
main tenor of this Clause which put the 
managers in the relation of landlord and 
tenant, with the exception that the tenant 
paid no rent. It should at least be 
construed in such a way that the whole 
ft what were known as tenant’s repairs 
should be borne by the local authority 
which had possession of the building. If 
the Committee referred to sub-Section 3 
of Clause 13 it would be seen that in the 
lations between the local authority and 
the parish, where there was a provided 
school, all the capital expenditure, and 
the capital expenditure alone, was to be 
horne by the parish. He asked that 
that principle might be adhered to in 
this case ; the capital repairs, the “ land- 
lord” repairs, should be borne by the 
denomination, and the “tenant ” repairs 
by the local authority. This point un- 
fortunately was complicated by the fact 
that the practice of the Department in 
the past had not been invariable. <A 
number of items had been allowed to be 
paid by the managers out of Parliamen- 
tary grants which under this definition 
they would be obliged to pay out of their 
own resources. He thought that what 
before they had been allowed to pay out 
f Parliamentary grants should now be 
paid by the local authority. Those were 
in his opinion the lines upon which a 


fair settlement could be effected. The 
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right hon. Member for North East Man- 
chester had pointed out that the minor 
repairs were trifling amounts, but he 
(Mr. Hope) had the accounts of a Wes- 
leyan school in one district, which showed 
that in the last two years the minor 
repairs amounted to £50 last year. He 
earnestly hoped that before the debate 
closed the Attorney General would at 
least indicate that the Government 
had the intention of reconsidering this 
matter. 


*Sir BRAMPTON GURDON (Nor- 
folk, N.) on behalf of the owners 
and managers of the voluntary schools 
said they had no desire to shirk their 
responsibilities in this manner and get 
rid of the expenditure they had 
hitherto been put to, by putting it on 
public funds. They had heard too much 
of the Church in this debate, and how it 
would profit by the Bill, but the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for Wolver- 
hampton was right when he said that 
it was not so much a matter of the 
Church as a matter of the owner of a 
property. He believed that the number 
of schools that were said to belong to 
denominations was largely exaggerated. 
There were a great many schools which 
appeared in the Education Reports as 
Church of England schools which had no 
connection with the Church at all. They 
were “ Squire’s” schools, built by squires, 
and maintained by them. It was quite true 
that the squires had in times past ex- 
pected the clergyman of the parish to 
manage the school and give the religious 
instruction, and it was only in latter 
days that the action of a section of the 
Church had obliged them to withdraw 
that duty from the clergyman, or only to 
allow it under conditions. But it was 
quite open to a squire to withdraw any of 
his schools from the denomination, and 
convert them into sectarian schools, or 
pull them down, or turn them into cow- 
sheds, or do anything he pleased with 
them. This concession must go, there- 
fore, into the pockets of the landlords, 
and he thought it was a mean Amend- 
ment, and it was mean of the landlords to 
accept it. 


Lorp HUGH CECIL said the 
speech of the hon. Baronet strengthened 
the force of the argument that he was 
about to use, that from the ratepayers’ 
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point of view it was not wise to drive 
the voluntary school managers into 
bankruptcy, because then the rate- 


payers would have to pay the whole cost 
of the school buildings. It was quite true 
that many of the schools were in the 
hands of the landowners, and had no 
strict connection with the Church in any 
way, and, while it was perfectly true 
that many religious bodies would make 
great sacrifices to prevent the schools 
going away from the denomination, there 
was no reason why the squire should do 
as he pleased with regard to them. He 
suggested that a middle course might be 
taken in this matter by enacting that, in 
respect of repairs, other than structural, 
the County Council should have a disere- 
tion to contribute if they liked. There 
would be no unfairness in giving a free 
choice to the body which the ratepayers 
elected. 


*Mr. M. WHITE RIDLEY (Stalybridge) 
sincerely hoped the Government would 
see their way to consider the suggestion 
of the noble Lord. As the hon. Member 
for North Camberwell had pointed out, 
taking it over the whole ot the schools of 
the country there would probably be no 
difficulty in finding the money required ; 
but to find the money in some districts 
would be impossible. There was no desire 
on the part of the voluntary school man- 
agers of any district to back out of the 
bargain, but there had always been an 
understanding that they should not run 
into greater liabilities than they had 
been able to pay out of the Government 
grants. In his own constituency there 
were twenty voluntary schools and the 
annual expenditure they would have to 
pay under the Act amounted to £1,600. 


The annual subscriptions amounted 
roughly to £800. They had been able 
out of the Government grants to 


supply the rest of the amount required 
for maintenance and repairs. It would 
be hard in that case for the managers 
to find more money than they had had 
to find in past years. Those schools 
were not Church alone but schools of 
all denominations. 


Mr. W. F. LAWRENCE (Liverpool, 
Abercromby) had no desire to ignore the 
real hardships shown in the speech of the 
hon. Member for the Exchange Division. 
There were certainly already efficient 


Lord Hugh Cecil. 
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schools with regard to which considerable 
cost would be thrown upon the manage. 
ment. Hedid not think this Amendment 
met the case so well as that of the hon. 
Member for the Exchange Division, lower 
down on the Paper. He would like to 
know what provision was made for the up- 
keep of playgrounds. Incountrydistricts 
they were frequently put to considerable 
expense in restoring the level of play- 
groun!s. He would also like to know 
what provision was made for the upkeep 
of outside walls. He thought it should 
be clearly set out in the Bill whether 
the upkeep of playgreunds and outside 
walls would come in under the head of 


buildings. 


Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.) thought 
it would be most desirable to prevent 
any friction arising between the local 
education authorities and the managers 
of voluntary schools on the question of 
repairs. If the Committee tried to 
separate the repairs he thought they 
would do a great deal of harm to the 
voluntary schools themselves, because 
they must bear in mind that the use 
of the school was not limited to the 
hours of secular teaching, and they 
would have friction and disputes as to 
whether the damage took place at the 
time when secular or religious instruc- 
tion was in progress. He thought the 
position of the Government should be 
maintained. 


Mr. SOARES (Devonshire, Barn- 
staple) said before the Bill was intro- 
duced they heard a great deal of the 
intolerable situation of the managers of 
the voluntary schools. Now that the 
Bill had been brought in they were to'd 
by a noble Lord opposite that some of 
these schools would be driven into 
bankruptcy. The last stage was _there- 
fore worse than the first, and it was 
very strange that the Diocesan Councils 
all over the country should, under these 
cireumstances, be in favour of the Bill. 
For the last three hours attempts had 
been made to do away with the bargain 
which was the basis of this Bill. The 
previous night the denominations were 
presented with the rents of their school 
houses. That afternoon the attempt 
was made to give the schools the endow- 
ments which they now enjoyed. Now 
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there Was an attempt to whittle down 
che repairs. He was glad the Govern- 
nent was firm as to that, but he wished 
‘o know how many attempts were going 
-o be made to whittle away the bargain. 
[hey had heard a great deal of this 
sargain, and he would be glad to know 
yy whom it was made. It was certainly 
yot made between one side of the House 
und the other. The real fact of the 
natter was that it was made between 
ihe GOvernment, as trustees for the 
neople, and the owners of the Church 
chools. It would be interesting to 
snow at that period how the _ profit 
ind loss account stood. So far the 
ymublie got the use of the school during 
school hours and on three evenings in 
che week. Against that the denomina- 
‘ions had first, two-thirds of the managers. 
Secondly, the appointment of all the 
teachers, and secured the religious at- 
mosphere which they wanted. Thirdly, 
they had the use of the school buildings 
utside schoo] hours. Fourthly, they had 
the use of the buildings for Sunday school 
purposes. Fifthly, they got the rent of 
the school-house, a not inconsiderable 
asset ; and, lastly, they could, if their 
schools were wanted for technical in- 
struction for more than three days a 
week, take a share of the whiskey money. 
It seemed to him that the policy was a 
one-sided one, and he trusted that, if 
ifany further proposals were made of 
this kind, the Government would re- 
member they were the trustees of the 
people, and would deal with Convocation 
in a stronger manner than they had 
hitherto done. 


Mr. CRIPPS (Lancashire, Stretford) 
quite agreed that the question of repairs 
Was a very important one, which ought 
to be dealt with according to the lines 
laid down in the Bill. Here they were 
not dealing particularly with Church 
schools or denominational schools, but 
with all the schools not provided by the 
local authority, many of them being 
schools in private hands. He admitted 
that there was a heavy burden cast on 
the owners of the schools, but aczording 
‘0 the principles of the Bill, they should 
dear it in return for certain advantages 
obtained. It would be a great mistake 
to attempt to make the burden too 


light, and certainly nothing could be | 
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worse than the recurrence of constant 
friction as to repairs. He supported 
the position taken up by the Attorney 
General, that no one except the owner 
should deal with the fabric of the 
schools, and that it should be his duty 
to maintain the fabrie in such a con- 
dition as to be fitted for educational 
purposes. 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY said he was 
speaking of repairs. So far as repairs 
were concerned, both inside and out, 
the managers should kcep the schools 
in a condition fit for educational pur- 
poses. So far as cleaning was concerned, 
that was a different matter altogether. 


*Mr. TALBOT (Oxford University) said 
he wanted to know, what the bargain 
was. He understood that all external 
repairs were to be done by the re- 
presentative managers of the school, but 
the Attorney General rather frightened 
him by speaking of inside as well as 
outside repairs. In keeping the build- 
ing in repair, one important point was 
to keep it clean. Who was to provide 
the cleaning of the school, which could 
hardly be called repairs "' in the ordinary 


sense! If the walls became dirty, who 
was to whitewash them ? Those 
were points which, perhaps, might 


sound trivial to the Committee, but 
they were points on which friction 
might arise, and it was desirable to 
clear them up. Again, what was to 
happen in the case of a broken window ? 
Whether they differed or not, it was most 
desirable that they should know what 
the provision meant. What he had 
understood was that the fabric and its 
repairs were to be maintained by the 
owners, but that all else would be left in 
the hands of the local authority. That, 
however, was now to be pressed further, 
and the owners were not only to maintain 
the walls, chimneys, and other parts of 
the fabric, but to maintain the inside of 
the building, to do the painting, white- 
washing, glazing, and so forth. He was 
not saying that he objected to that, or 
that it was an unfair bargain, but he 
wanted to know what the bargain really 
was, and then he would be able to form 
an opinion about it. 


Mr. CHARLES McARTHUR (Liver- 


pool, Exchange) repudiated theidea of there 
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being any bargain in this matter. What by placing upon the shoulders of the 


they were trving to do was to act fairly 
between the localauthority, as representing 
the ratepayers, on the one side, and the 
trustees of the school on the other. The 
Liverpool Public Elementary School 
Managers Committee, a body representing 
all the schools, both voluntary and board, 
in Liverpool, had resolved— 

**That the reasonable cost of the wear and 
tear of the buildings should, as at present, be 
included under the head of maintenance, and 
allowed accordingly.” 

The ground of that view was that if the 
use of the school was given free of charge 
it was surely only fair that the local 
authority should bear the charges in- 
cidental to use. A school could not be 
used without a certain amount of wear 
and tear, and to make good that wear and 
tear was just as much a part of the cost 
of maintenance as teachers’ salaries. In 
the past it had always been allowed by 
the Education Department under the head 
of maintenance. It was a mistake to try 
to drive too hard a bargain with the 
school managers. If Members desired to 
put an end to voluntary schools let them 
do so boldly, but they ought not to 
subject the schools to a lingering death 


managers a burden heavier than they 
could bear. 


Mr. YOXALL (Nottingham, W.) re- 
minded the Committee that at present 
voluntary school managers had to dis- 
tinguish between two sources of revenue 
when meeting a demand for repairs, 
Structural repairs had to be met out of 
capital expenditure, so that in that 
respect the managers under the Bill 
would be in no worse case in the future. 
The cost of small internal repairs might, 
by leave of the Board of Education, 
be charged upon the maintenance fund. 
But at present the managers had some 
£800,000 in voluntary subscriptions. 
In future that sum would not have to 
be raised for the general expenses of the 
schools, and so would be applicable to 
these internal repairs. Therefore the 
Bill would not injure the managers in 
either respect, 


(5.38.) Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 35; 
Noes, 337. (Division List No. 435.) 


AYES. 


Bain, Colonel James Robert 


| Goulding, Edward Alfred 


| Ridley,Hon. M. W (Stalybridge 


Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin | Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. | Ridley,S. Forde( Bethnal Green 


Bond, Edward 

Boulnois. Edmund 

Carew, James Laurence | 
Carvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Ceeil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Clive, Captain Perey A. 
Digby. John K. D. Wingfield- 


Malcolm, [an 





Faber. Edmund B. (Hants, W.) 
Galloway. William Johnson 


Morrell, George Herbert 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph | Myers, William Henry 

Nolan,Col. JohnP,(Galway,N.) | 
) Richards, Henry Charles 


| Hardy, Laurence(Kent,Ashf'rd | Round, Right Hon. James 
| Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. | Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Hope,J. F.(Shettield, Brightside | Stanley, Hon Arthur(Ormskirk 


| 


Kennaway,Rt.Hn.SirJohn H. | Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) niv. 
| M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) | Thompson, DrE C(Monagh’n.N 


| Talbot, RtHn..J.G. (Oxf dUniv. 


| Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
| TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 

Sir John Dorington and 
} Sir James Fergusson, 


NOES. 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) | Banbury, Frederick George 
Barlow, John Emmott 

| Barran, Rowland Hirst 

| Bartley, George C. T. 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Aird, Sir John 


; Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Bull, William James 
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| Burt, Thomas 
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Arrol, Sir William 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John | 
Bailey. James (Walworth) 
Baldwin. Alfred } 


srigg, John 


Balfour, Rt. Hon. A..J.(Maneh’r | Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 


Balfour, Rt HnGerald W( Leeds 


| Broadhurst, Henry ; 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John | Cayzer, Sir Charles William 


| Bowles, T. Gibson (King’s Lynn | Causton, Richard Knight 
Brand, Hon. Arthur G. 


| Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
| Cavendish, V.C. W. (Derbyshire 
Cawley, Frederick 


Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J. (Birm. 
| Chamberlain, Rt HnJ. A( Wore. 


salfour, Kenneth R.(Christeh. | Brown,AlexanderfH.(Shropsh. | Channing, Francis Allston 


Mr, Chorles McArthur. 
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Whitley, J. H, ( 
Whitmore, Chat 


(5.55.) Dr. MACNAMARA said he 
imagined that there could be no doubt 
that the managers would have to find 
the heating apparatus, but the local 
authority would have to find the 
fuel. He wished to have the views 
of the Government on the matter. 


WILLIAM ANSON said the 
managers would have to arrange for 
the apparatus for warming and lighting, 
but the local authority would have to 
provide the fuel and lighting. 


\Ir. HUMPHREYS-OWEN asked if 
lighting meant to put all windows into 
proper repair. 

*Tue CHAIRMAN : Of course ; a house 
without windows could not be in a 
proper state of repair. 

Mr. HUMPHREYS-OWEN said the 
matter was not so easily disposed of. 
There might be a question whether 
“lighting ” meant artificial lighting. 


SIR 


Str ROBERT FINLAY: But we are 
not accepting these words. 


Mr. CORRIE GRANT (Warwickshire, 
Rugby) thought the local education | 
authority ought to be entitled to see 
whether the buildings were in good repair 
or not. It wasdesirable that at the outset 
there should be something like a standard 
of repair set up covering all buildings, and | 
the standard ought to be fixed by the 
local authority and not by the managers. 


Amendment proposed— 


«In page 3,line 18, after the word ‘ repsis, to to | 
insert the words ‘to the satisfaction of.’ 
(Ur. Corrie Grant.) 
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James —" 


Thomas C ns ye 
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Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
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Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
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Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R.) 
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Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
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Ernest 


C.E.(Taunt’n 
.( Notts 


Whiteley, George (York, W.R. | 
Whiteley,H(Ashton-und. Lyne 


York, E. R.) Yoxall, James Henry 
Halifax) TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
les Algernon Sir Alexander Acland- 

Hood and Mr. Anstruther. 


Question proposed, “That those words 


be there inserted.’ 


Str ROBERT FINLAY said the words 
proposed by the hon. and learned Gentle- 
man made the local authority the final 
judge in any dispute which arose between 
them and the local managers. Although 
he was certain that that was not the inten- 
tion of the hon. and learned Gentleman, 
that would be the effect of them, and the 
hon. and learned Gentleman was certainly 
mistaken if he thought that with these 
words in there would be any appeal to the 
Board of Education. There would be 
nothing of the kind. 


*THE CHAIRMAN: I find on looking 
back thatthe hon. Member forthe Atterclitte 
Division was right. In the proposal of the 
hon. Member tor East Somerset to insert 
the words ‘so long as” this point was 
dealt with. That Amendment would be 
applicable to all the conditions. The 
question raised by this Amendment there- 
fore is already decided. 


Mr. BRYCE on a point of order asked 
whether it would not be possible for the 
House to annex a condition to this 
particular condition which was applicable 
to all. 


*THECHAIR MAN said the Amendment 
of the hon. Member for East Somerset 
would apply to all the conditions, and 
therefore he thought this Amendment 
ought not to be pressed. The question 
had already been decided. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
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Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS said the 
object of the Amendment he now pro- 
posed to move was again to avoid,if possible, 
the friction which must inevitably take 
place between the local authority and 
the managers if the word “ reasonably ” 
was not omitted from the Bill. They 
had passed from “repairs” to “ improve- 
ments and alterations ” which were to be 
made at the instance of the local authority. 
This question of improvements and altera- 
tions Was a very important factor in the 
situation. He deeply deplored the 
wraigements made in this Bill, and did 
not think it would be possible to main- 
tain them for any length of time, but that 
Was not the point which was now at 
They had to accept the policy 
f the Bill, and all they had to decide 
was the form. The Government were as 
wxious as anybody that the denomina- 
tional school buildings should be in a 
satisfactory condition structurally, but the 
Committee were aware that when the Bill 
passed considerable alterations and im- 
provements would he made in them. — It 
would be only human nature on the part 
of the managers to cut down as far as 
possible the expenses in connection with 
these required alterations, and the result 
might be to lower the = standard of 
‘xcellence of the buildings and cause a 
ertain amount of friction between them 
and the local authority. The question 
raised by the Amendment was whether 
the local education authority could be 
trusted. It ought to bring to its service 
the best elements of the county; it 
would represent the judgment and opinion 
of the majority of the inhabitants, and 
he could not see any reason why in a 
matter of this kind they could not be 


issue. 


trusted to say what was to be done 
to these buildings in order to bring 


them up to the 
excellence. 


required standard of 


Amendment proposed— 

“In page 3, line 20, to leave out the word 
: reasonably 2? "—(Ur. Herbert Rolu rts.) 

(Question proposed, “ That the word 
‘reasonably ’ stand part of the Clause.” 


Sin WILLIAM HARCOURT said the 
Attorney-General and the First Lord of 
the Treasury had consistently stated that 
they regarded the local | education 
wuthority as a reasonable body, and one 
fit to act in matters far more important 


than this, and, when the Opposition had 
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alleged any difficulty with regard to the 
machinery, asked why it should not be 
left with the local authority. It was 
assumed that this great authority, the 
hasis of education in this country, might 
act unreasonably. Sub-Section 2 gave all 
the powers that were required. They 
had in that sub-Section the power to 
settle a question by reference to the 
Education Department, and it was not 
necessary to go further. This was not a 
question of a reasonable dispute, but a 
question of this Government authority 
having acted unreasonably. It was most 
humiliating to the local authority. <A 
great dispute might arise between the 
managers and the education authority as 
to whether a school should be white- 
washed or not. The local authority 
might make a demand that the managers 
should whitewash the school, then there 
would be correspondence and a reference 
to the Board to determine whether, in de- 
ciding that the school was not to be white- 
washed, the Borough Council had acted un 
reasonably. Such acourse would only be 
humiliating and cause reasonable irritation. 
The Secretary to the Education Depart 
ment would be the final judge as to 
whether the whitewash should be applied 
or not. These disputes would occur 
every day, and the use of the word “un- 
reasonable ” would be nothing less than a 
insult. The Committee knew 
perfectly well that whenever the authority 
made demands of this kind there was a 
fighting party on the other side which 
would always take them before the 
Department, and all this would raise 
totally unnecessary friction. The educa- 
tion authority was the only body chosen 
for the purpose of being afflicted with this 
expression. He very much regretted that 
the Government would not trust the local 
authority to decide in the matter instead 
of putting it out to be dry-nursed. The 
one thing that divided mankind more 
than anything else was the expenditure of 
money, and in this case those who would 
desire to reduce the expenditure would he 
the managers. Everything that cost 6d. 
would be declared to be unreasonabie, and 
a coat of whitewash would be represented 
as putting on an intolerable strain, He 
believed that the effect would be to cause 
unnecessary friction between the parties, 
and he asked why in the name of common 
sense and good feeling it could not be 
left to the County Councils not to make 
unreasonable demands. 
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Sir ROBERT FINLAY’ said _ the 
Government could not possibly accept 
this Amendment. He did not for a 
moment believe that the local authority 
in any part of the country would 
administer the Act in an unreasonable 
spirit; but, after all, local authorities 
were but human. 

Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: So is 
Whitehall. 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY said local 
authorities were hable to an occasional 
lapse; and with regard to the right hon. 
Gentleman, for whom he had a great 
respect, he should be sorry to say that 
he had never been unreasonable in his 
demands on the Government in this and 
in many other matters. With every 
respect to the local authorities, there 
might be occasions when their require- 
ments would be of a very offensive 
character with regard to a particular 
school, and when the alterations and 
improvements in the school might 
involve amounts of money which the 
managers had not at command, and 
thus sink the school as a voluntary school 
altogether. 


Mr. HERBERT LEWIS said that if 
the hon. and learned Attorney General 
would refer to sub-Section (v), he would 
see that the managers were compelled 
to carry out the direction of the local 
education authority as to the secular 
instruction of the school. Ifthe principle 
was to apply in such an important 
matter as secularinstruction, why should 
it not apply to this? The Amendment 
was a perfectly sound Amendment, and 
if the Government were consistent they 
would accept it. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON said that, 
as he understood the position taken up 
by the Government, if they did not 
put in the word “reasonably ” there 
could be no appeal to the Education 
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Department. He submitted that that 
was not so, because under Clause 10 
there would be an ayipeal. 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY said | this 
Amendment did not concern repairs, | u 
alterations and improvements. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON did not 
see the difference. It seemed to him 
that if the word reasonable’ was 
required in one case it should be re- 
quired in the other. This was cast 
ing a very considerable reflection on the 
local education authority in whom, it 
was understood, the Government had the 
fullest confidence and to whom they wished 
to give the fullest possible power. He 
would support the Amendment. 


Mr. LAWSON WALTON (Lecis, 
S.) said he accepted the Attorney 
General’s construction of the Section, but 
he thought sub-Nection 2 was so wide that 
it might with great advantage be re- 
stricted. Ambiguity would be avoided 
if, for the words “ If any question arises,” 
they substituted “If any question 
whether the conditions above-mentioned 
have been complied with arises.” ‘Then 
the only question which could arise would 
be a question between the managers and 
the local authority as to whether or not 
the managers had complied with the 
conditions which created an obligation 
on the education authority to maintain 
the schools. If the word “ reasonably ” 
was left out of sub-Section (//), the only 
questions which could arise would be 
whether the school-house was in good 
repair and whether alterations and im- 
provements were in fact required. If the 
word “reasonably” was kept in, there 


would be an appeal to the Board of 


Education. 


(6.33.) Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 247; 


Noes, 121. (Division List No. 436.) 


AYES. 
Agg-Gardner, Jaines ‘Tynte Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John | Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel | Bain, Colonel James Robert | Bentinck, Lord Henry ©. 
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Anson, Sir William Rey: nell | Balfour, Rt Hon. A..J.(Maneh’r. | Bignold, Arthur 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn | Balfour, Rt Hn.Gerald W (Leeds | Bi ewood, James 
Arkwright, John Stanhope | Balfour, Kenneth R.(Christch. | Bl undell, Colonel Henry 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. Banbury, Frederick George | Bond, Edward 
Arrol, Sir William Bartley, George C. T. | Boulnois, Edmund 
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Greene, Heary D.(Shrewsbury 
Greene, W. thay (Cambs. ) 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Groves, James Grimble 
Guest, Hon. [vor Churghill 
Gunter, Sir Robert 

Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hain, Edward 

Hall, Edward Marshall 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hamilton, Rt Hn LordG( Midd’x 
Hardy, Laurence( Kent, Ashfrd 
Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 

Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Sir Alexander 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 
Higginbottom, S.W. 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset, E. 
Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope, J.F.(Shettield, Brightside 
Houk fact. Sir Wim. Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard, J. (Midd., Tottenham 
Hozier, Hon. James Henry Cecil 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hn. Arthur Fred. 
Jessel, Capt. Herbert Merton 
Johnstone, Heywood 

Kemp, CGreorge 

Kennaway, es Hon.SirJohnH. 
Kennedy, Patrick James 
Kenyon, Hon. Geo.T.( Denbigh) 
Kenvon-Slaney,Col. W.(Salop. 
Kimber, Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool 
Lawson, John Grant 


Lecky. Rt. Hn. William Edw.H. 


Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Leuge, Col. Hon. _ nem 


Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Loekwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col. Charles W.( Evesham 
Long. Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, ReginaldJ.( Portsmouth) 
Macartney, Rt. Hn.W.G. Ellison 
Maecdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M:Iver,SirLewis( Edinburgh W 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire 
Malcolm, [an 

Manners, Lord Cecil 
Maxwell, Rt HnSirHE. (Wigt’n 
Milner, Rt. Hn. Sir Frederick G. 


| Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 


Montagu. Hon..J. Seott(H: unts.) 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morgan, DavidJ.(Walthamstow 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray,RtHn.A.Graham(Bute 


Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
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Murray, Col. Wyndham(Bath 
Nicholson, Wilham Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Nolan,Col. John P. (Galway,N.) 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Sir Gilbert 
Pease, Herbert Pike(Darlingt’n 
Peel, Hn. Wm. Robert Wellesley 
Pemberton, John 8. G. 
Percy, Earl 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Pilkington, Lieut. -Col. Richard 
Platt-Higevins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 
Pym, C. Guy 
Rankin, Sir James 
Rasch, M: 7 Frederic Carne 
Ratelitf, 
Rattigan, Sir William Henry 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Richards, Henry Charles 
Ridley, Hon. M. W (Stalybridge 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sassoon, “4 Edward Albert 
Scott, Sir 8. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seton-Karr, Henry 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Smith, HC(North'mb, Tyneside 
Smith,JamesParker(Lanarks. ) 
Smith,Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 
Stanley, Hn. Arthur(Ormskirk 
Stanley, EdwardJas. (Somerset 
Stanley, Lord'(Lanes. ) 
Stewart,SirMarkJ.M‘Vageart 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Stroyan, John 
ag Hon.Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt. Hn.J.G (( xf’ Univ. 
Thompson, Dr EC(Monagh’n,N 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vineent,ColSirC. E. H(Shettield 
Walrond, Rt. Hn.Sir William H. 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C. E(Tannt’n 
W elby, Sir CharlesG. E.(Notts. 
Whiteley, H(Ashton- eal Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Alvernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R. 
Wilson, J. W.(Worcestersh. N. 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wy lie, Alexander 
W yndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Younger, William 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hood and Mr. Anstruther. 
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NOES. 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) Helme. Norval Watson Price. Robert John 


Allan.Sir William (Gateshead) 
Allen,ChariesP.(Gloue. Stroud 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith. Rt. Hn. Herbert Henry 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Barlow, John Emmott 
Barran, Rowland Hurst 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brand, Hon. Arthur G. 
Brigg, John 

amet Henry 

Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Svdney Charles 
Caine, William Sproston Leng, Sir John 
Caldwell, James Levy, Maurice 
Cameron. Robert Lewis. - 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie. John William 
Davies, Altred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dunean, J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 

Ellis, John Edward 

Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Foster, me a4 alter (Derby Co.) 
Fuller, F. 

Ayan Denist Ford 

Grant, Corrie 

Grey. Rt. Hon. Sir E. (Berwick) 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Sir William 
Harwood, George 

Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hayter, Rt, Hou.Sir Arthur D. 


6.52.) Mr. ALFRED HUTTON said 
eh Ww ished to move an Amendment to pro- 
vide for cases where there was a division 
of opinion between the local authorities 
and the managers, and where the 
managers declined to carry out any 
reasonable requirement in regard to the 
improvement of the school buildings. 
Supposing that an appeal had been 
made to the Education Department, 
that the Department had given its de- 
cision in favour of the local authority, 
and that the managers found that they 
were unable to carry out the improve- 
ment, or that the people interested in 
the school refused to carry out the 
structural alteration of the school. 
The purpose of the Amendment was to 
settle that point. Suppose a school was 


Hutton, 
Jacoby, 


Lough, Thomas 


Nussey 


satisfactory for ordinary purposes, but 
that it was desirable to add another 
class-room on an adjacent piece of ground 
which was suitable and available. If 
the managers refused to add the class- 


John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 
Logan, John William 


Macnamara, Dr. 
M-Kkenna, Reginald 
Manstield, Horace Rendall 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mather, Sir William 
Mellor. Rt. Hon. John William 
Middlemore,JobnThrogmort n 
Morgan, J.Lloyd (Carmarthen 
Morley, Charles (Breeonshire) 
Morley. Rt. Hn. Jolin( Montrose 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
Newnes, Sir George 

Norman, Henry 

Norton, C aptain Cecil William 
Thomas Willans 
Palmer, SirCharlesM. (Durham 
Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James 
Philipps. John Wynford Mr. 
Pickard, Benjamin 


Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. | Rea, Russell 
Hobhouse, C, E. 
| Holland, Sir William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick Jolin Rige, Richard 
Humphrevs-Owen, Arthur C, 
Alfred E. (Morley) 
James Alfred 
Joicey, Sir James 
Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kitson, Sir James 
Lambert, George 
Langley, Batty 
Layland-Barratt. Francis 
Leese,SirJosephF.( Accrington 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 


H. (Bristol,E.  Reekitt, Harold James 


Rickett, J. Compton 


toberts. John H. (Denbighs. 
Runciman, Walter 

Schwann, Charles E. 
Shackieton, David James 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 
Spencer, RtHn.C. R(Northant- 
Stevenson, Francis S. 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Thomas, Abel(Carmarthen, 
Thomas,Sir A. (Glamorgan, E. 
Thomas, David Alfred(Merthy: 
Thomas.J A(Glaumorgan.Gowen 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R.) 
Tomkinson, James 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Wallace, Robert 
Walton.JohnLawson(Leeds,s. 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Weir, James Galloway 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whiteley,George (Yor k, W.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wiliams, Osmond(Merioneth) 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
oe J T( Huddersi'd 
Yoxall, James Henry 


Thomas J. 


Mellor TELLERS FOR THE NoEs— 
Herbert Gladstone 


and Mr. Causton. 


room would it be necessary, for the 
education authority to build an entirely 
new school? He thought his Amend- 
ment was very reasonable and would 
prevent any unwarrantable addition to 
the expenses of the managers. He 
begged to move. 


Amendment proposed— 

“In page 3, line 20, after the word ‘authority, 
to insert the words ‘and if the managers are 
unable or unwilling to carry out these require- 
ments, or fail to carry them out with due 
despatch, the local education authority shall 
have the right themselves to make such repairs, 
alterations, and improvements as are sanctioned 
by the Board of Education, and any school 
thereafter maintained in such buildings shall he 
held to be a school provided by that authority. 
—(Mr. Alfred Hutton.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he could 
hardly believe that the hon. Gentleman 
had fully realised the effect of his 
Amendment. which amounted to this, 
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that if the local authority was not satisfied 
with the speed with which the repairs 
were carried out, they could become 
owners of property which did not 
belong to them. Anybody could see 
for himself that the deduction of 
the hon. Gentleman was monstrous, 
and he hoped that a proposal so repug- 
nant to the most elementary principles 
of justice would not be pressed. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS (Glamorgan- 
shire, Mid) said it might be that the 
remedy suggested by his hon. friend 
was a drastic remedy, but the 
difficulty contemplated in the Amend- 
ment might easily arise. The remedy 
provided in the Bill by the right hon. 
Gentleman was no remedy at all, and 
the First Lord had really given no 
answer to his hon. friend. He was 
willing to consider any counter-suggestion 
of the Government, and reason with 
them in regard to the remedy which 
ought to be provided in the case stated. 
He had a perfectly open mind on the 
subject ; but there could be no doubt 
that a remedy ought to be provided, 
because it might be that it was desirable 
that certain things should be done in the 
schools, but that the managers had not 
the money to put the buildings in repair. 
The repairs ought to be carried out 
either by the local authority, or by 
decision of the Board of Education in 
London. What was to be done in cases 
where the managers would do nothing 
at all? He asked the Attorney General 
whether there was to be a mandumus, 
and if the managers did not carry out 
their duties were they to go to prison, 
and was the school to be allowed to get 
out of repa'r? The local education autho- 
rity would eventually have to undertake 
the work, and, knowing that, the managers 
would say, ‘** We won't trouble about the 
matter, we won't do anything at all.” 
Unless the proposal of his hon. friend 
were amended, it would by implication 
say that the subject of repairs, as well 
as the question of improvements, and so 
forth, was to be a matter of appeal. But 
it was really necessary that the Prime 
Minister should explain his remedy for 
this difficulty, which not only might but 
was almost bound to arise. 


Sir JOHN GORST (Cambridge Uni- 
versity) hoped the Committee would 
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forgive him for referring to the Educa- 
tion Bill of 1896, but that measure con- 
tained a remedy for this very difficulty. 
By a Clause in that Bill the managers 
were enabled to borrow, and the local 
authority might lend sums of money for 
the purpose of repairs and structural 
improvements, the loans being secured 
by a mortgage on the buildings. Some 
such provision as that would meet the 
difficuity now raised. If the managers 
had not the funds to carry out certain 
alterations, they would then be able to 
borrow from the local authority, and 
make the necessary improvements. 
When, by means of a bazaar, subscriptions 
or collections, the managers were able 
to repay the money, the loan would be 
returned, but until then interest would 
have to be paid. If it ultimately became 
impossible for the managers to repay the 
money, the local authority would fore- 
close. The building would then be sold, 
the local authority would probably pur- 
chase it for a school, they would repay 
themselves the loan, and hand over the 
balance to the trustees for the purposes 
of the trust. That Clause, at the time, 
met with a great deal of approval on all 
sides, and possibly something of the kind 
might be proposed now. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE | said that 
whether or not the proposed remedy 
was the best was a subject for discussion, 
but it was clear that a real diftti- 
culty existed. Personally he preferred 
the remedy appearing lower on the 
Paper inthe name of the right hon. 
Baronet the Member for Berwick, and 
which met the objection raised by the 
Prime Minister as tothe proposal being one 
of contiscation. The supporters of the 
Amendment had no confiscatory inten- 
tions ; they desired to meet the ditticulty 
by giving fair compensation. The 
Prime Minister must surely realise that 
something ought to be done. One 
constantly heard of buildings, especially 
in rural districts, absolutely unfitted for 
young children to be cooped up in for 
several hours per day, It was really 
atrocious that they should be drawn to 
them, and inasmuch as they were com- 
pelled by law to attend, the law ought to 
protect their health. Buildings which 
would not be tolerated under a School 
Board were passed over when in the 
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hands of voluntary managers, because 
the inspector knew perfectly well that to 
insist on the necessary alterations would 
mean bankruptcy and a School Board. 
He hoped all that would be changed 
when this Bill came into operation. If 
a means of meeting the difficulty were 
provided there would be no inducement 
to inspectors to pass the matter over in 
the future. The first condition of etti- 
cient education in the rural districts was 
to have schools fitted for the purpose, 
and he hoped the Prime Minister, before 
the Amendment of the right hon. 
Baronet came on, would consider the 
difficulty and howto meet it. Asa point 
of order, he asked whether the discussion 
in the present Amendment would pre- 
clude the consideration of the proposal 
standing in the name of the right hon. 
Baronet the Member for Berwick. 


Sir EDWARD GREY (Northumber- 
land, Berwick) explained that what 
he intended was to insert a provision 
which would apply to all the conditions, 
whereas the present Amendment 
applied to only one condition. 


*Tue CHAIRMAN: I think the 
right hon. Baronet would be entitled to 
move his Amendment. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR was of opinion 
that the plan of the Government did 
provide a remedy. It penalised every 
voluntary school which refused to carry 
out the reasonable instructions of the 
education authority in this matter of 
buildings by practically depriving them 
of maintenance. They would cease to 
have any right to be maintained as 
voluntary schools, and then, no doubt, 
it would be the business of the local 
education authority to find accommoda- 
tion forthe children. It might be said that 
that would throw a burden on the rates. 
That was so. It was one of the reasons 
why the Government had been anxious 
to preserve the voluntary schools that 
their preservation would prevent a very 
great additional burden being thrown 
on the ratepayers of the country. No 
doubt, if in any district the voluntary 
schools were incapable of bearing the 
burden which this Bill would throw upon 
them, the consequence would be that in 
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on the rates. But they did not remove 
that evil by robbing the owners of the 
voluntary schools. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: That is not 


suggested. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he knew 
that that was not the intention, but 
though the word “compensation” appeared 
in the Amendment of the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for Berwick, he 
thought that word would have to be in- 
terpreted in a somewhat different manner 
if it was not to inflict hardship on the 
The case 
had been considered by the Government, 
and, in their view, if the managers of 
voluntary schools could not do the work 
that this Bill threw upon them, there was 
no choice but that the local education 
authority should do it. 


Mr. BRYCE asked the right hon. 
Gentleman if he had considered the 
suggestion of the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for Cambridge Univ +rsity of 
reviving the Clause in the Bill of 1896. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said his right 
hon. friend’s suggestion was well worthy 
of consideration, but that Clause occurred 
in a Bill which did not provide that the 
rates should maintain denominational 
schools. The two Bills ditfered funda- 
mentally, and he thought there might be 
certain objections, from the point of view 
of hon. Gentlemen on both sides of the 
Committee, to enabling the managers of 
theschoolsata particular moment to engage 
in financial operations and impose on 
themselves financial obligations which 
might, at no distant date, have the effect 
of transferring those schools from the 
denomination to the local authority. He 
would, however, consider the matter. 


(7.15.) Mr. BRYCE said he thought 
the right hon. Gentleman was mixing up 
totally different cases. Many of those de- 
nominational schools belonged to private 
owners. Everybody agreed that the 
private owner was entitled to sell his 
school at the best market price, for he 
was as much the owner of the school 
as he was of his watch, and could make 
any terms he pleased. In the case of a 
trust it was entirely different, because 


that district a burden would be thrown i the trustees were not beneficial owners. 


Mr. Lh ry George. 
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With regard to the difficulty raised by 
the right hon. Gentleman, he wished to 
state why the remedy suggested was not 
sufficient, and why he preferred the 
remedy suggested by the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for Berwick, 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for Cambridge University, and the hon. 
Member who had moved this Amend- 
ment. The proposal of the Govern- 
ment involved two difficulties. In the 
first place, it involved delay in providing 
another school and leaving the children 
without a school meanwhile. In the 
second, place it threw upon the rate- 
pavers the necessity of erecting another 
school. The remedy the right hon. 
Gentleman appealed to was not the one 
which best met the case. 


Mr. LAWSON WALTON said that 
there was one observation made by 
the Prime Minister which ought not to 
piss unchallenged. The right hon. 
(rentleman had stated there was a 
section which enforced compliance with 
conditions in the nature of a 
penalty upon the denomination in the 
event of the conditions not being com- 
plied with, the penalty being that the 
premises which were devoted to the 
purposes of a school ceased to exist,-and 
tinancial support was cut off, the school 
building being left in the hands of the 
trustees and no longer available for the 
purposes of an elementary school. That 
was said to be a penalty, but that seemed 
tohim to be a very handsome bonus to 
the denomination. Take the ordinary 
derelict parish school, which could not 
carry out the repairs required. Suppose 
this school refused to give effect to the 
directions issued by the local education 
authority, and the Education Department 
decides the question against the school 
and the grant was consequently cut 
off. The First Lord said there was a 
penalty upon the denomination, because 
the school could no longer be used for 
the purposes of education. But that 
enabled that property generally to be 
applied to ecclesiastical purposes. If 
they had a school impressed with a trust 
deed in favour of education, and the 
local authority provided other buildings, 


these 
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‘how could they give effect to that trust. 


The answer would be that the Act of 
Parliament had relieved the trust of the 
bligation, and that the property in their 
hands would be applicable to other 
purposes, That appeared to be a hand- 
some inducement to the denomination 
not to carry out these onerous require- 
ments in order that the property might 
remain in their hands, and be applied to 
other purposes. He only pointed this 
out at that stage because, when the 
Committee came to the question what 
was a fair compensation, some of them 
on the opposite side of the House would 
be prepared to submit that there could 
be no compensation at all in the case of 
a school protected by an education trust 
deed. In such a case there was no 
authority to receive compensation in 
the event of a trust property being 
applied to such purposes. 


*THe CHAIRMAN: We cannot discuss 
compensation until it is proposed, and 
there is no compensation proposed here. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS said he wished 
to point out the direction which he 
thought the remedy ought to take. 
He believed that a more suitable 
remedy could be found. Instead of 
having mortgages and foreclosures. they 
ought to pursue the analogy provided by 
the Public Health Act. Under that Act 
if certain improvements were required to 
make buildings sanitary, and the owners 
failed to carry out those improvements, 
thelocal authoritycouldcarry them outand 
make the cost a charge upon the owners. 
In the case of this Bill he thought the 
best way would be to enable tlie local 
authority to effect the improvements and 
make it a charge upon the premises. 
When they were dealing with trust 
estates he thought the course suggested 
by the right hon. Gentleman was not the 
right remedy. There were ample pre- 
cedents for the course he had suggested, 
which was perfectly reasonable in its 
character. 

(7.23.) Question put. 

The Committee divided :—Ayes, 101 ; 
Noes, 241. (Division List No. 437.) 


AYES. 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) | Allen,CharlesP.(Gloue.,Stroud 
Allan, Sir William (Gateshead) | Ashton, Thomas Gair 


jarlow, John Emmott 
Barrap, Rowland Hirst 
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Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brige, Jolin 
Broadhurst. 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Burns, Jolin 

Burt. Thomas 

Buxton, oy iney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing. Francis Allston 
Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
Davies. Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Duncan, J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 

Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fuller, J. M. F. 
Gladstone, RtHn. Herbert. John 
Grant, Corrie 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hayter, Rt. Hon.Sir Arthar D. 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Hobhouse. C. E. H. (Bristol, E. 
Holland. Sir William Henry 


Henry 


Agy-Garduer, James ‘l'ynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Aird, Sir John 

Allhusen, AuenstusH’nry Eden 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 
Atkinson, Rc. Hon. 
sain, Colonel J 
Balearres, Lord 
Balfour. Re. Hon. A. J.(Maneh’r 
Balfour, Rt Hn Gerald W (Leeds 


John 
ames Robert 


Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christeh. 
Banbury, Frede rick G George 
Bartley. George C. T 


Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Bentinek, Lord Henry C., 
Beresford, Lord Chas. William 
Bhownageree, Sir M. M. 


Bignold, Arthur 
Biewood, James 


Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boulnois, Edmund 

Boustield, William Robert 
Bowles. T.Gibson (King’s Lynn 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Brown, Alexander H.(Shropsh. 
Bull, William James 

jutcher, John George 
Campbell, RtHn.J. A.(Glasgow 
Carew, _. Laurence 
‘arson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
‘autlev, Henry Strother 
avendish, R, F. (N. Lanes.) 
avendish, V.C. W( Derbyshire 


~~ ae 


Jacoby, 
Joice 
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Frederick John 
James Alfred 

vy, Sir James 

Kitson, Sir James 

Lambert, George 

Langley, Batty 
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the Chair to 


make his Report to the House. 


Committee report 
again this evening. 


EVENING SITTING. 


Progress ; to. sit 


Mr. ASHTON : Shall I be in order in 
proceeding with my second Motion ! 


Bills ? 
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TELLERS FOR THE NOES 
Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hood and Mr. Anstruthe-. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Yes, that is what | 
am going to do, 


As to the Piccadilly, 


Mr. ASHTON: Yes. 





PICCADILLY, CITY, AND NORTH-EAST 


LONDON RAILWAYS BILL [Loxrps} 
(BY ORDER). 
(9.0.) Mr. ASHTON (Bedfordshire, 


Luton): I should like to ask, Sir, if you 
are going to rule me out of order in mov- 
ing the Motion in my name on the 
London United Electric Railways Bill 
(Lords), to recommit that Bill to the 
former Committee. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
will be in order in proceeding with that. 


Mr. ASHTON said his Motion was one 
for the recommittal of the Piccadilly, City, 
and North-East London Railways Bill. 
He hoped it would be in order for him 
also to deal with the Instruction which 
stood in his name with regard to ihe 


| same Bill. 
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*Mr. SPEAKER : The hon. Member is 
not at liberty to move the Instruction at 
the same time, but he can state his reasons 
why he desires to recommit the Bill. 


Opposed Prirate 


Mr. ASHTON said that was his position. 
Hecould hardly explain his reasons for mov- 
ing to recommit without dwelling upon the 
instruction which would have to be moved 
if! the recommittal were allowed by the 
House. His object was to enable the Com- 
mittee to deal with this Bill after being 
obliged, in somewhat unusual circum- 
stances, to refuse to pass the preamble. 
He did so because the circumstances were 
of a very peculiar character. But, in the 
first place, he wished to explain that 
this action was not due to any personal 


interest, as he had not a shilling’s worth 
of interest in the schemes, and had 
never met any of the promoters. But 


he took an interest on public grounds, 
and it arose from the fact that he had 
served on the Joint Committee of the 
Houses of Lords and Commons which 
had approved of the scheme for a 
through route from North-East London 
to Hammersmith. He was led to believe, 
as a result of that Committee’s investiga- 
tions, that these tube railways would be 
of such advantage to London, that when 
this scheme came forward he gave it his 
support. When he saw there was a 
chance of its being lost, he thought it 
his duty to put a notice on the Paper, in 
order to save it in the public interest, 
should that be possible. The tube 
schemes were of enormous importance to 
the public, inasmuch as they would re- 
lieve the congestion of trattic, greatly 
facilitate rapid transit over the Metro- 
polis, and tend more to the solution of 
the problem of the housing of the 
working classes than any number of 
houses that could be built under muni. 
cipal auspices. It had been decided by 
the original Committee, whose object 
was to lay down routes and recommend 
the conditions on which the tube rail- 
ways should be sanctioned, that no route 
was better than that followed by the two 
Bills that had come down this session 
from the House of Lords. That route 
was from North-East London to the City, 
and from the City to Hammersmith. 
This session there was another set of 
Bills, proposing railways along the route 
trom Hammersmith to Piccadilly and the 
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City. It became necessary to decide 
which were the best Bills to adopt. 
Amongst these were the Bills by the 
Morgan group—the Piccadilly, City, and 
North-East London Railways Bill—and 
another Bill by the United Electric Rail. 
ways Company for a line from Hammer. 
smith to Charing Cross. There was also 
a Bill promoted by the Central London 
Railway. For some reason, withiwhich 
he was not acquainted, the United 
Electric Railways Company and _ the 
Morgan group decided that instead of 
competing before the Committee they 
would join hands and form a through 
route from Hammersmith to the north. 
east of London. In this form the Bill 
came before the House of Lords. In the 
end the Central London scheme was 
thrown out in favour of the United 
Electric Railways scheme, which was 
passed by the Lords and came down to the 
Commons, where there was a long Second 
Reading debate, the result of which was 
that an instruction was given to the 
Committee to ensure that the through 
route should be carried out in its integrity. 
The Committee sat last Tuesday week, 
and, to the surprise of the Morgan group, 
who had not the slightest intimation 
that their allies and partners were going 
to take any action against them, the 
promoters of the Electric Railways 
Company’s part of the through route 
came forward and informed the Com- 
mittee that they proposed to withdraw 
their Bill. The Committee, owing to 
their instruction to insist on the through 
route, were thus placed in a very awkward 
position. It became impossible to go on 
with the other Bill, for they could not 
give effect to the instruction to insist on 
a through route, and the result was that 
the preamble was not proved. Although 
they were obliged to take this action, 
this did not alter the fact that the 
Morgan group had, in his opinion, 
been extremely hardly used. He now 
came to the most unpleasant _ part 
of his task, that of dealing with the 
treatment meted out by the United 
Electric Railways promoters towards 
their partners, after they had entered 
into pledges with them and_ with 
Parliament in regard to the through 
route. It appeared to him that a very 
dishonourable transaction had taken 
place on the part of the promoters of 
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the United Electric Railways. They had 
entered into a contract with the Morgan 
group for the whole of this railway : 
they had made an agreement with them 
that they would mutually promote their 
fills in the joint interests of the two 
In spite of this, and without 
consulting the Morgan interest, they 
threw over their Bill. He knew they 
aid they could not get the Morgan 
soup to come to an agreement. But 
that wa8 because they asked the Morgan 
group later in the day to give them half 
the interest and control of the joint 
railway from Hammersmith to the north 
f{London. He would ask the House to 
remember that they were only to find 
three-eighths of the capital while the 
Morgan group were to provide five- 
jghths. Mr. White, one of the pro- 
uoters of the United Electric Railways 
Vompany, stated before the House oi 
Lords Committee, when questioned, that 


nilways. 


there would be one management 
nd a joint board of directors 


wcording to their respective interests. 
In spite of that the United Electrie group 
aid that they had broken off negotia- 
tions because the Morgan group would 
not agree tu their terms. Of course they 
would not agree, because, since that 
statement was made, they had been 
asking more than when the arrangement 
was entered into between the two 
companies. He was afraid that was 
only an excuse; the fact was that they 
were prepared to sell what they had got 
ta higher bidder could be found. He 
had heard it said that the shares which 
had been sold were offered tothe Morgan 
group, who could have bought them it 
they had liked, but he had it on the 
best authority that Messrs. Morgan were 
prepared to assert that since the 
introduction of these Bills the shares had 
never been offered to them at all. That 
was not all. The Morgan group were to 
share with the United Electric Railway 
promoters in the ownership of the line 
from Hammersmith to Hyde Park 
Corner, although the United Electric 
Railway only appeared as the promoters 
of the Bill, and they had taken advantage 
of the fact that their names alone 
appeared on the Bill to withdraw it from 
the cognisance of the House. He doubted 
whether for a long time, if ever, such a 
very dirty transaction was ever done 
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by parties coming before Parliament, 
and he thought, if on no other ground, 
the Morgan group deserved great con- 
sideration at the hands of the House 
from the fact that they had been shabbily 
treated. There was a bigger question 
than that. Not only had the Morgan 
group been badly treated, — but 
Parliament had been tricked in this 
matter. it was the intention of Parlia- 
ment that this through route should he 
made. ‘lhe House ot Lords was induced 
to pass those Bills, and after all the 
time and trouble that had been spent, 
the very instruction which was put 
in by the House of Commons for tlie 
suke of getting them through was 
absolutely being used against the Houses 
of Parliament for the purpose of destrov- 
ing that route. Parliament had been 
played within the matter, and Parliament 
ought to show its resentment by giving 
the Morgan groupa chance of passing their 
Bill through the House of Commons. 
As to the opposition to the Bill, it was 
stated in a circular issued by the Central 
London Railway Company that the Bill 
ought not to be allowed to pass now he. 
cause it would mean a different scheme. 
But if the Committee thought fit to allow 
the Morgan group to continue their line 
to Hammersmith as he suggested in his 
instruction there would be no difference 
of scheme. It was suggested that the 
scheme of the Central London Company 
ought to have a chance. He could not 
agree with that. In accordance with the 
wishes of the Jcint Committee, the 
Morgan line provided for a through route, 
whereas the Central London only proposed 
to run from Hammersmith to the City 
and entirely left out North East London 
and the congested districts there. Next 
he would like to point out that the 
original scheme provided for railways p/ivs 
tramways, but whether the line was made 
by the United Electric Railways or the 
Morgan group the tramways wonld be 
there, and, inasmuch as the United Com- 
pany’s tramways were, as he was informed, 
made under the Light Railways Act, it 
was perfectly possible for the Morgan 
group to ask the Board of Trade to give 
/them through fares. The opposition of 
| the London County Council was to him a 
| matter of considerable surprise when he 
thought of the congested districts which 
would benefit from this line. He supposed 
the County Council did not wish others 
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to make tubes because they were thinking 
of applying for power to make tubes 
themselves. Judging from the love there 
was in the House for the County Council, 
it was not very likely that that body 
would be able to induce the House to 
give them the power within a reasonable 
time, and it ought not therefore to put 
its spoke in the wheel of other people who 
were prepared to make tube railways for 
the benefit of London. That being so, 
why should London wait?) He was by 
ho means opposed to these railways being 
under the control of the Council, but that 
was no reason why the schemes of other 
people should be rejected, especially when 
the result would be to throw a larger 
monopoly into the hands of the District 
Company. He had no animus against 
that company, but even a railway was 
Inought into a healthier condition by 
The very fact that 
been brought hefore 

caused the District 
their fares along 

Was it 
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compet ition. 
this Bill 
Parliament 
Company to 
routes, 


had 
had 
lower 

certain and i 
that if direct competition were got rid of 
the fares would be kept down. By 
restricting the number of tube railways 
they were giving a very dangerous 
monopoly to the District Railway. It 
had been stretching out its arms like an 
octopus over these tube railways. It had 
secured the control of the Brompton and 
Piccadilly line, the Charing Cross and 
Hampstead, and the Baker Street, 
Waterloo, and Great Northern schemes. 
Was it likely that all this had been done 
with the idea of developing trattic in the 
interests of the public of London? His 
own impression was that in the ease ot 
some of these contemplated railways the 
District Company had obtained control 
simply for the purpose of preventing the 
lines being constructed. He would give 
the House his reason for saying so. In 
1897 they got control of the proposed 
Brompton and Piccadilly railway, but 
had done nothing with regard to it since, 
their object being to prevent the con- 
struction of such a line in order that no 
traffic might be diverted from their own 
system. That was no reason why they 
should prevent others from making other 
tube railways. Another objection which 
had been raised to the Bill was that it 
proposed to run two tubes under Picea- 


Ma bee 
WKeLY 


dilly. He did not propose to argue that 
point. That was really a question for 


Mr. Ashton. 
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the Committee upstairs. But the House 
of Lords, which was generally disposed 
to look after the interests of property, 
had allowed the Bill to pass, notwith. 
standing the proposed two tubes under 
Piccadilly. He wished to meet another 
objection which he had heard made. It 
was said, “ Oh, throw out this Bill: we 
don’t want to Americanise our institu: 
tions.” All he could say was that the 
only people who would gain by the 
throwing out of the Bill were the District 
Railway, so that if the House rejected 
the American Morgan they would throw 
themselves into the arms of the American 
Yerkes. He asked, were they who had 
sent their capital abroad to assist the 
enterprises of other nations to turn round 
and ad clare, for the sake of saving 
“England for the English,” that they 
should not have American capital for 
British enterprises for which they could 
not obtain British money ? He thought 
that was a sutlicient answer on this point. 
Why should this Bill not be dropped ! In 
the first place because he had made out 
case for the promoters. The 
Morgan group had been very badly treated 
in respect to the Bill. The next point he 
made was that Parliament had already 
spent an enormous amount of time on 
these Bills. There had Joint 
Committee, and a Committee of the 
House of Lords had sat for seven weeks 
on these Bills this vear. If the Bill now 
hefore the House was a good one, why 
should they throw it out simply for the 
sake of allowing a lot of other people to 
come in and give Parliament more trouble 
with other Bills next vear. He came now 
to a far more important point, and that 
Was the question of cost. A vast amount 
of money had already been spent on these 
Bills, and when he heard people lightly 
say “Oh, they have been quarrelling 
among themselves ; throw the Bill out, 
and let them come again,” he rather 
thought that they did net know what an 
enormous cost it had been. The Morgan 
group alone had spent £50,000 or £60,000 
at least inthe promotion of this Bill, {An 
Hox. Memper: “£80,000."] The peti- 
tioners had also spent money, and if the 
House threw the Bill out nowall these costs 
would be incurred again in bringing for- 
ward anew Bill next session. He asked the 
House to pass the Bill for the construction 
of the line from North-East London to 
the West End, binding the promoters to 
bring in another Bill next session for 
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ontinuing the line to Hammersmith, and 
at the same time requiring guarantees 
that the first Bill shouid not come into 
e . »: } 
operation until the second Bill had been 
carried. By that means the House would 
secure the construction of the through 
oute. 


Motion made and Question proposed 
“That the Piccadilly, City, and North- 
East London Railways Bill [Lords] be 
re-committed to the former Committee.” 
—(Mr. Ashton.) 


#(9.39.) Mr. CLAUDE HAY (Shore- 
Hoxton) said he had taken 
nactive interest in this Bill because it 
vould affect a portion of East London 
vith which he was intimately connected. 
That district was crowded with a popula- 
tion Whose welfare depended upon rapid 
transit to the heart of the Metropolis 
from the outskirts of London, whether 
they could find cheap and healthy homes 
sich as the proposed scheme would afford 
them. Of all the schemes submitted to 
the House in regard to the tube railway 
system of London none could be more 
eneficial than that which was presented 
in this Bill, even in its present truncated 
form. He asked the House to remember 
that such limitations as had been placed 
nm the through route originally contem- 
plated by the promoters of the Bill were 
lue not to their action, but in some 
measure to the technicalities connected 
with the procedure of Parliament. The 
position which the promoters oceupied 
in the House of Commons at present 
was simply that they were disqualified 


liteh, 


from proceeding by the fact that 
they had obeyed the decision of 


Parliament in regard to the route taken. 


| He heartily hoped that they would 





have 


some guidance on the highly 
technical matters of procedure from 


his right hon. friend the Chairman of 
Committees. It seemed to him to be 
a hardship well worthy of the con- 
sideration of the House, that frontagers 
whose property might be affected by 
the provisions of Bills to be presented 
to Parliament in the ensuing session 
should be put to the expense of again 
defending their rights if the present 
Bill were rejected on account of a 
technicality arising from the circum- 
stances which had been described. 
With regard to the question of monopoly 
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he reminded the House that if no com- 
petitive facilities were given, the District 
Railway and its allies would have an 
absolute monopoly of all transit facilities 
north of the Thames. In their proposa!s 
before Parliament of the public outside 
there was not a vestige of a serious 
proposal to deal with the most congested 
districts of London, or to serve 
the outer areas by cheap fares and 
through routes. He felt, irom his 
knowledge of working-class life in 
London, that this question did not 
admit of any delay, The hon. Member 
for the Luton Division had referred to the 
intention of the London County Council 
to promote legislation next session on 
the subject. Whatever that body might 
have in its mind one fact was certain, 


that before any proposals put for- 
ward by the London County Council 
could become law considerable time 


must elapse, and very possibly this tube 
railway question of the Metropolis 
might become a political party question 
and thus be unduly and harimtully 
delayed. He theretore hoped that the 
House would recommit the Bill so that 
a through route from the and 
north of London to Hyde Park might 
be authorised this session, provided that 
guarantees were secured from the pro- 
moters that next session they would seek 


east 


powers to carry the railway on to 
Hammersmith and thus give an ab- 


solute through route at through rates. 


*Sir J. DICKSON-POYNDER (Wilt- 
shire, Chippenham) said the caretully- 
prepared speech of the hon. Member tor 
the Luton Division was one which the 
whole House must have recognised as a 
plea for the Morgan group. He wished 
to recall the House back to the point, 
namely, was it the business of this 
House to consider and study the in- 
ternal differences and speculations ot 
rival promoters? ‘That was not the 
concern of Parliament. The Morgan 
scheme, which was sanctioned by Parlia- 
ment three months ago, fulfilled almost 
to the letter the recommendations made 
two years ago by the Joint Committee 
on the question of laying down routes 
for London from Hammersmith through 
Piccadilly and the City and on to Totten- 
ham and Palmer's Green. The present 
was a totally different scheme. It did not 
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carry out the through route, neither did it 
carry out the through fares sanctioned in 
the former scheme, nor the scheme of 
workmen's fares embodied in that scheme. 
He would not labour the point further. 
His hon. ‘friend opposite said that al- 
though the Bill appeared in an emascu- 
lated form, another Bill would be intro- 
duced next session. <A pledge from the 
promoters that they would introduce a 
Bill next session was of no_ practical 
value from the Parliamentary point of 
view. Next session might see a more 
advantageous scheme. From that point 
of view, therefore, he maintained that 
the House would be seriously wrong in 
passing this session this scheme in its 
truncated and emasculated form. It 
would be absurd, too, for the House 
to take into account any feeling of 


sympathy for individual promoters, or | 


to pay regard to the internal dissensions 


which had taken place and sanction a} 
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| heen no communication between the two 
| Committees, andthe result had been that 
| the Bills had been examined on their in 
| dividual merits, and had not been investi- 
| gated as a general scheme. He trusted 
| that the whole of this work in regard 
| to London locomotion would be investi- 


gated by one general expert Committee. 





| *Mr. SPEAKER said that the hon, 
| Member was going into a question which 
| was not raised by this particular Bill. 


| *sir J. DICKSON-POYNDER said he 


apologised, but he asked his right hon. 
| friend to consider this point in view ot 
ithe future, because they had not yet 
| solved the question of London locomotion. 
| In conclusion he would say that, looking 
at the matter from every point of view, 
it was the bounden duty of the Horse 
not to listen to the re-committal of the 


Bill. 





| 
| 
| 


scheme at the endof October which very | 


likely, even ifthe Bill were re-committed 


by the House, would not be approved of | 
He might be allowed to say | 


upstairs. 
a word or twoon a point germane to 
the question now before the House. 
They were dealing in connection with 
underground locomotion in London, one 
of the most important social questions of 
the day in the Metropolis, because the 
solution of the locomotion question was 
closely wrapped up with many of the 
gravest and most important — social 
problems. A Joint Committee examined 
this question of underground traction in 
1901, and since that time cart-loads of 
Bills had heen introduced. No fewer 
than twenty-six Bills dealing with tubular 
schemes had been introduced into Parlia- 
ment this session. They represented 
eighty-six miles of tubes in the Metropolis, 
and after all the labours of the Committees 
of the House of Lords, and of this House, 
the net result had only been the sanction 


of four miles in three small extension 
Bills. He appealed urgently to the Presi- 


dent of the Board of Trade, as the Minister 
responsible for this department of traction 
service, to take up a vigorous attitude on 
the question that would obviate some of 
the difficulties which they had had. 
During the past session two Committees 
of the House of Lords and of this House 
had been appointed to deal with different 
sets of Bills for tubular lines. There had 
Sir J. Dickson-Poynder, 


| (10.5.) Mr. PERKS (Lincolnshire, 
Louth) said that, as Chairman of the 
District Railway, he would not vote 
lin a division if it were taken, Iut 
| having a special knowledge of the sub- 
| ject under discussion he might be per- 
| mitted to refer to one or two points 
‘affecting the railways concerned, in con- 
sequence of the statements made by 
|the hon. Gentleman opposite. In the 
‘first place, the District Company had 
/no control whatever over the Brompton 
iand Piccadilly Railway, the Charing 
| Cross, Euston, and Hampstead Railway 
| the Great Northern and Strand Railway 
'and the Baker Street - Waterloo line. 
|The only connection between these 
undertakings was that certain parties 
holding a large interest in the District 
Railway were also the chief proprietors 
in the four railways he had named. So 
far as regards the travelling public of 
London they were anxious to work 
'these railways in unison, and to avoid 
the very thing which had been 
pointed out by the hon. Member tor 
Shoreditch as a disadvantage. The etfect 
of theserailways being practically under 
one control, and working in alliance, was 
that money which otherwise would le 
spent in duplicating railways would now 
|be saved. For example, the capital oi 
jsuch a railway as that from Charing 
/Cross to Victoria could be saved, and 


} 
} 
| 
| 
| 
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usefully expended in providing accom- 
modation in other parts of London, 
where at present there was no adequate 
provision of communication. He would 
like to correct his hon. friend the Member 
for Luton in his statement that nothing 
had been done with reference to the 
Brompton and Piccadilly Railway and 
allied lines. That was an absolute and 
unpardonable error. All the four railways 
were being rapidly pushed on, and one 
of them had been in active progress for 
more than a year. Upwards of a million 
had been expended on them, the con- 
tracts were let, and the land notices had 
all been served. It was a mistake for 
his hon. friend tosay that these railways 
were block lines, or were promoted as 
such. 


Mr. ASHTON said if he had stated 
that nothing had been done on the 
Brompton and Piccadilly Railway he cer- 
tainly did make an incorrect statement, 
because he was aware that the notices 
had already been served. What he meant 
to say was that nothing had been done 
until quite recent times, which, he 
believed, was a correct statement. 


*Mr. PERKS said that his hon. 
friend must know that it was a very com- 
mon thing indeed for a railway company to 
have statutory powers for two, three, or 
even four years before it saw fit to exer- 
cise them and to start work. Such 
indeed was the case with the Central 
London Railway. If the Motion 
was adopted it would tie the hands 
of the Committee, and would serve 
very little the purposes of the promoters. 
Both on the question of procedure, and 
of fairness to the other railway com- 
panies, he hoped the House would not 
listen to the proposal to re-commit the 
Bill. It was perfectly true that as a 
result of the withdrawal of the Tramway 
Company's Railway Bill and _ the 
acquisition of a large interest in the 
Tramways Company by parties interested 
in the District Railway and _ allied 
lines, new relations of great public 
importance were opened up between 
the District Railway Company and 
the tramways in the West of Lon- 
don. But that was a great advantage to 
the public as well as to the proprietors 
of both the Tramways and the Railway 
Company. It obviated the unnecessary 
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duplication of capital, and it provided 
the immediate securing of through rates 
between the tramways and the railways 
by routes which otherwise would not have 
been available to the travelling public for 


some years to come. It was also 
important that the House should 
know that it was the intention 
of the District Railway Company, 


acting in unison with some of the other 
companies, to submit to Parliament next 
session a scheme which would give a 
second route from Hammersmith to the 
City. This would involve an expen 

ture, not of six or seven millions sterlin., 
but of one and a half million or there- 
abouts, and would accomplish all the 


results of the more costly scheme. 
He would say nothing at all with 
reference to the reflections which 


had been passed on the District Railway 
Company, except that they were now 
in the midst of the work of converting 
the much-abused District Railway into 
an electric railway, and, for this pur- 
pose, they had raised two and a half 
millions. It would be running as an 
electric railway fifteen months hence, 
while six miles would be open at the 
end of January next. It would, there- 
fore, be extremely hard to allow a 
competing route to come into the field 
under these new conditions until the 
existing and authorised companies had 
proved inefficient. 


*THe CHAIRMAN or COMMITTEES 


(Mr. J. W. LowtTHer, Cumberland, 
Penrith) said that the promoters 
of the Bill came and asked Parlia- 


ment to do something which 
he would not say was unprecedented, 
but was unusual. When a Committee 
upstairs had found the preamble ot 
a Bill not proved, it was a very 
unusual thing to re-commit that Bill. 
He said it was not unprecedented because 
it had been done in the early part of 
this session, but the promoters had to 
make out a very strong case for the 
adoption of that course. Could it be 
said that in the present case the pro- 
moters had made outa strong case? 
[Cries of “No.”’] He was extremely 
sorry for the promoters, because if he 
might express his own private opinion he 
thought that they had been very badly 
used. But not by the House ot 
Commons or by Parliament. Their 
enemies were of their own household. 
2T 








1155 


The House of Commons had nothing to 
blame themselves for, or to reproach 
themselves with. The Committee had 
done the only thing they possibly could 
do, bearing in mind the instruction they 
had got from this House. He thought 
that the union of the two schemes had 
been forced on the promoters by the 
other House, but for reasons which he 
need not go into they were unable to 
carry the whole scheme out. That being 
so, whatever sympathy they might feel 
for the promoters, he did not think 
that the House could be fairly asked 
now to recommit the Bill. He felt 
that there would be great difficulty 
in making the passage of this Bill 
dependent on the passage of the other 
Bill ; and, for all these reasons he thought 
it would be impossible to ask the House 
to recommit the Bill. He gave that 
advice to the House with great regret, be- 
cause it meant that the solution of the 
great difficulty of London traffic would be 
once more delayed; and also because 
next session they would have to go 
through again all that mass of work 
which had been imposed on the Com- 
mittee. and would again have to wade 
through all these schemes in order to 
find the best scheme. It was, therefore, 
with extreme regret that he asked the 
House not to accept the Motion. 


Education 


Mr. BOUSFIELD (Hackney, N.) said 
there was one point of view in favour of 
the Motion which had not yet been put 
to the House. A great many people in 
the East End of London were anxious 
that the Bill should go through. They 
looked upon it, not from the point of 
view of the promoters at all, but from 
the point of view of the traffic of London. 
The scheme formed part of the through 
route through London, and there was 
no reason why it should not be welded 
on to another scheme, which would 
satisiy the whole of London. He had 
been requested by the Borough Councils 
ot Hackney and Stoke Newington to lay 
that view before the House. 


*Sir LEWIS MIVER (Edinburgh, W.) 
said the discussion had been so ably 
dealt with by hon. Members, that he 
felt that the customary speech from the 
Chairman of the Committee was practi- 
eally supererogatory. As it would be his 


Mr. J. W. Lowther. 
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bounden duty to reconsider the Bill if it 
were recommitted, he would speak on 
the Motion with great restraint. There 
were two points which he wished to put 
before the House. Speaking as a private 
Member he thought that, having regard 
to the very unsavoury details of the 
transaction, a scandal which had _ pro- 
bably no precedent in the annals 
of their committee work upstairs, it 
behoved the House to take care that 
there was no suspicion upon it of taking 
any part in such a quarrel. As the 
Chairman of the Committee, he thought 
that if this Motion were passed there 
would be infinite difficulty in giving 
effect to the wishes of the House. With 
the greatest sympathy with this big 
scheme, which had been wrecked by a 
Stock Exchange ramp, with the feeling 
that the House should not allow the 
public interest to be made a counter in a 
game of this sort—for it was a game in 
which it was proposed to make the 
London roads pawns on the chequer 
board of Wall Street—and with sympathy 
with the people who were wronged and 
who ought to have had more sense than 
to be associated with people who could 
wrong them in such a manner, it seemed 
to him that they would not be able within 
the rules of the House to satisfy the laud- 
able desires of the hon. Member who had 
fairly and correctly stated the case to the 
House. Speaking again as a_ private 
Member, he advocated the relegation of 
the whole matter to next session, when 
they could start with a clean slate, re- 
membering that when two of a trade 
fell out perhaps the London County 
Council might come by its own. 


Mr. ASHTON said that after the 
opinion which had been expressed by 
the Chairman of Committees, and also by 
the Chairman of Committee, he would 
ask leave to withdraw the Motion. 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
BILL. 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, 
Penrith) in the Chair. } 
Clause 8 :— 
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(10.39.) Mr. WHITLEY saidthe A mend- 
ment he desired to move had reference to 
the removal of foundation managers for 
certain reasons. The First Lord of the 
Treasury, at an earlier stage, had indicated 
that there would be no power to remove 
these managers. He thought that the 
Committee would agree with him that 
power ought to be given to the local 
authority or to the Education Depart- 
ment to remove managers who failed to 
carry out the conditions under which 
the voluntary schools had been placed 
on public funds, and who deliberately 
overstepped the authority given to them 
under the Act. The Committee was 
well acquainted with the working or 
non-working of the Conscience Clause ; 
and what his Amendment asked was 
that the children and their parents 
should be protected from the possibility 
of managers evading the Conscience 
Clause by entering the schools at hours 
other than the hours allocated to re- 
ligious instruction, and at a time when 
the children could not be withdrawn 
under the Conscience Clause acting in a 
manner which was really contrary to 
the protection given by Parliament to 
the children of Nonconformists under 
the Conscience Clause. The Prime 
Minister, on a former occasion, asked him 
not to tell any more blood curdling stories, 
and in order to save the right hon. 
Gentleman's feeliag, he would put the 
kind of action to which he referred in a 
form which the Committee would re- 
cognise as of frequent occurrence. A 
manager might enter the school during 
the course of the ordinary lessons, and 
call on the children to attend a religious 
service in the church. That was not an 
infrequent, and was, in fact, a growing 
practice. He had no objection to the 
managers taking the children of their 
own denomination to church or chapel 
during the time devoted to religious in- 
struction; but he had a great objection 
to the children of Nonconformists being 
marched from school to a service with 
which their parents entirely disagreed. 
What he asked for was that the power 
of the managers in connection with re- 
ligious questions should be confined to 
the hours for religious instruction stated 
on the time table; and that if a 
manager went into a school during any 
other hours and instructed the children 
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on religious matters, it should be regarded 
as an infraction of duty, and the local 
authority should have power to remove 
any manager against whom such a charge 
had been proved. If the Committee 
looked with favour on the Amend- 
ment, he would be prepared to modify 
it, and to insert a right of appeal 
to the Board of Education, which 
ought to meet any reasonable objection. 
The Amendment would prevent an in- 
justice to the children of Nonconformists ; 
it would be no hardship on the mane gers ; 
and would not interfere with religious 
instruction. 


Amendment proposed— 


**In page 3, line 20, at end, insert, ‘ (¢) The 
local education authority shall have the right 
of removing any manager, who, at any time 
other than that allocated in the time- 
table of the school for religious instruction, 
shall question or instruct the scholars on any 
matter of religious doctrine or observance.’ ” 
(Mr. Whitley.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he thought 
he would be able to prove to the hon. 
Gentleman that his Amendment was un- 
necessary. <A day did not consist of more 
than twenty-four hours, and would be 
divided up into the hours for religious 
instruction, the hours in which primary 
education was given, and the residue. 
As regarded the residue, the hon. Gentle- 
man did not wish the Committee to 
interfere, or to lay down that no manager 
should talk to a scholar on any subject 
he pleased during it; neither did the 
hon. Gentleman wish to interfere with 
the hours to be given up to religious 
instruction ; and there remained, there- 
fore, only the hours which were to be 
given up to secular instruction. He 
would remind the hon. Gentleman that 
during those hours the local education 
authority would have absolute control 
over everything that went on in the 
school. A manager would have no more 
power to take children away from school 
during the hours of secular instruction to 
a church or chapel than he would have 
to regulate the proceedings of this House. 
Therefore, the hon. Member would feel 
that the difficulty which he thought now 
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existed, 
prepared to deny did occasionally arise, 
would be removed under the Bill, without 
the Amendment. 


Mr. WHITLEY said he quite agreed 
that the local authority would have 
control during the hours of secular in- 
struction, but this Amendment would 
provide a penalty not now in the Bill. 
Where was the remedy for dealing with 
managers who acted in the way the 
Amendment indicated ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said such action 
would be forbidden. If the recommenda- 
tions of the local authority were disobeyed, 
the school would cease to be maintained ; 
the teacher who permitted action contrary 
to such recommendations would be dis- 
missed ; and nothing else short of the 
regiment of soldiers could be suggested 
to meet the views of the hon. Gentleman. 


Mr. WHITLEY said there was a very 
simple remedy, namely, the removal 
the manager who offended. 


Question put and negatived. 


*Tuoe CHAIRMAN: The Amendment 
standing in the name of the hon. member 
for East Somerset is not in order on this 
Clause. for this reason. The Clause we 


are now dealing with relates to the main- 
tenance of non-provided schools. His 
proposal really relates to a mutual 


arrangement for maintaining a school as 
a provided school. The next two Amend- 
ments standing in the name of the 
Member for the Morley Division are out 
of order for the same reason. 


Mr. M‘KENNA said he handed in an 
Amendment at the Table to sub-Clause (7) 
which he thought should have precedence 
over the Amendment of the hon. Member 
for the Morley Division, which would be 
a new sub-Clause. 


Mr. LAURENCE 
sub-Clause (7) had not been disposed of, 
and would the Amendment of the hon. 
Member be, therefore, in order. 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 


HARDY asked if 
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CHAIRMAN said the hon. 


*THE 
Member was quite right. The Amend- 
ment could not now be moved. 


Mr. BRYCE asked if the Amendment 
of the hon. Member which had been ruled 
out of order would not be in the nature 
of a positive enactment. 


*TueE CHAIRMAN: The beginning of 
the Clause is that the local education 
authority are to maintain non-provided 


'schools on certain provisions and condi- 


tions. The Amendment is hardly a_pro- 
vision or condition which can regulate 
the maintenance or non-maintenance of 
non-provided schools. It is a separate 
proposal, which, of course, can very pro- 
bably be made in the proper place. This 
also applies to the next Amendment in 
the name of the hon. Member for East 
Denbighshire. 


Dr. MACNAMARA said the Amend 
ment he wished to move dealt with the 
small matter of practical administration, 
namely the question of the wear and tear 
of furniture and the puttingof the premises 
in proper order, if used outside school 
hours. The Amendment on the Paper 
was substantially agreed to by the Secre- 
tary to the Board of Education and 
himself, after the Government had agreed 
to the substance of his original proposal. 
The previous night, however, the Prime 
Minister agreed to give to the local 
authority the right to use the premises 
rent free for three nights a week. That 
being so, he asked permission to recast 
the Amendment on the Paper, and move it 
inaform which would meet the altered con- 
dition, arising from the Prime Minister< 
Amendment. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page : 3, line 20, at the end, to insert the 
words ‘the managers of a school not provided 
oy the local education withority in respect of 
the use by them of the school furniture cut of 
school hours, and the local education authority 
in respect of the use by them of any room in 
thoodhedt out of school hours, shall be liable to 
make good any damage caused to the furnti- 
ture or the room, as the case may be, by 
reason of that use other damage arising froin 
fair wear and tear, and the managers shall 
take care that after the use of a room in the 
school by them, the room is left ima proper 
condition for sehool purposes.’”—(Dr. Mac 
naemard.) 
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Question proposed, “‘ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. M‘KENNA said the Amendment 
was one to which the Committee ought 
not to be asked to agree. They were 
asked to permit the managers to use the 
furniture supplied by the local authority 
without being liable for fair wear and 
tear. It could not be suggested that the 
local authority were to provide furniture 
for Sunday schools. If the Amendment 
were accepted, it would be admitting a 
right on the part of the managers to 
use the furniture supplied by the 
local authority; and it was hardly 
reasonable to ask the Committee to 
hand over to the managers’ the 
plant supplied by the local authority 
without entitling the local authority to 
charge for fair wear and tear. 


Mr. LOUGH said he thought the 
(sovernment were labouring under some 
mistake. The Clause provided that 
payment was to be made for fair wear 
and tear, but the whole sense of that pro- 
vision was reversed in the Amendment, 
which was perfectly absurd in the form 
in which it was put before the Committee, 
and which should therefore be restored 
to the form in which it appeared on the 
Paper. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he thought 
that the Amendment was a reasonable 
The hon. Member who had just 
spoken thought that the Government 
had committed themselves to the phrase 
in the original Amendment, which would 
make it necessary for the managers to 
pay for the wear and tear of the furniture 
of the schools. They had never com- 
mitted themselves to anything of the 
kind. It was not made impossible under 
this Amendment for the local authority 
if they chose, after school hours, to 
remove their furniture, though every 
one knew that they would keep it in the 
schools. It would be futile to suggest, as 
a practical policy, that the local authority 
should remove the furniture every after- 
noon after schoo! hours, and put it back 
every morning before school hours. But 
the suggestion was that, if they leit it in 


one, 
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the school, it might not be altogether 
desirable from the point of view of the 
managers of the school. It was a great 
illusion to suppose that furniture which 
was most convenient for elementary 
education was necessarily convenient for 
every purpose to which the school-house 
was put. According to the hon. Member 
for North Camberwell, dancing some- 
times took place in the schools, and if 
the school was to be used for dancing 
nothing could be more inconvenient than 
desks and benches. But apart from 
dancing, meetings of various kinds, such 
as bazaars, were held; and the furniture 
of the education authority might then be 
found to be merely a nuisance. On the 
other hand, there was a certain amount 
of wear and tear by the education 
authority during school hours of the 
school buildings, and the Government 
thought it fair that the two things 
should be set off one against the other. 
It would be absurd to try to estimate 
the annual amount of damages to be 
paid for the use of the furniture. That 
would be neither equitable in abstract 
theory nor practicable in the ordinary 
work of life. For these reasons the 
Amendment could not be adopted. 


(10.55) Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said he 
regretted thatthe Amendment had been 
moved by his hon. friend in an altered 
form. In order to raise the matter in 
its original form he would move, as an 
Amendment, to leave out all the words 
after “ provided ” and to insert ‘ if they 
make use of any room, ete.,” down to 
the end of the Amendment on _ the 
Paper. The right hon. Gentleman sug- 
gested that as the managers gave to the 
local education authority the school 
buildings during ordinary school hours 
free of charge, it was a fair set-off that 
the local authority should give the 
managers the use of the furniture during 
non-school hours. What became of the 
other bargain if that were to be the set-off? 
He understood that the bargain was 
that the managers were to get their own 
teachers and have their own denomi- 
nation taught, and only pay about 5s. 
a week as against 55s. to be paid by the 
local education authority. Now a new 
bargain was imposed which he thought 
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was unfair. The Prime Minister sug- 
gested that it was possible that the 
school furniture would not be convenient 
for school purposes. Everyone knew 
that it would be the very thing that 
would be wanted for, for instance, 
Sunday schools. That development 
with regard to the furniture was a 
new revelation. Today they discovered, 
for the first time, that the intention of 
the Government was that the old furni- 
ture should be purchased by the local 
authority, although the Government 
had, after a great deal of pressure, 
promised to reconsider that proposal. 
At any rate, in future it was distinctly 
understood that the local authority was 
to find all the new appliances that might 
be required, and that the managers 
were to be at liberty to use them for 
their own denominational purposes with- 
out any charge. The Attorney General 
said that afternoon that the charge for 
the furniture would be a matter of 
arrangement between the managers and 
the local authority; but the Amend- 
ment changed all that and gave the 
managers a legal right to use the furni- 
ture without payment. 


Education 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said not if the 


education authority chose to remove it. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said that that 
was really such an impossible suggestion 
that he would put it out of the purview of 
the discussion. It was too preposterous 
even for a Parliamentary discussion. He 
was not even sure that the local authority 
could remove the furniture, because, if 
the Amendment were passed, the 
managers would be entitled to argue 
that there was a provision in the Act 
as to the manner in which the furniture 
could be used by them. He thought it 
was perfectly clear that the managers 
would have a legal right; but, in any 
event, unless the furniture were re- 
moved, it would be perfectly clear under 
the Amendment that as long as the 
managers did not break the furniture, 
they could use it without making any 
payment for it. It was becoming clearer 
and clearer that the Bill was designed 
eritirely in the interests of the Church, 
and not in the 

Mr. Lloyd-George. 


{COMMONS} 


interests of education. 





Bill. 
The cost of providing new appliances and 
furniture would fall on the local authority, 
and that change would be entirely in the 
interests of the Church, as the present 
appliances were distinctly inferior. Every 
alteration that had been made in the Bill, 
notwithstanding apparent concessions, was 
in the interests of the Church. 
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Amendment proposed to the proposed 
Amendment— 

“To leave out from the first word 
‘authority’ to the end of the proposed 
Amendment, and insert the words ‘if they 
make use of any room in the school-house out 
of school hours, shall he liable, if required, to 
make a reasonable payment to the local eduea- 
tion authority in respect of wear and tear of, 
or damage to, any school furniture belonging 
to the local education authority resulting trom 
that use, and shall take care that after any 
such use the room is left in a proper condition 
for school purposes.’ °—(.Wr. Lloyd-(eorge.) 


Question proposed, ‘ That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
proposed Amendment.” 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY said he hoped 
the hon. Gentleman would not press his 
Amendment. The hon. Gentleman put 
it as if the use of the furniture were to 
be enjoyed by the managers as a set-off 
against giving the use of the school 
buildings for educational purposes during 
school hours, That was not the question 
at all. The hon. Gentleman entirely for- 
got that the managers would be entitled 
to the full use of the buildings out of 
school hours were it not for the pro- 
vision introduced yesterday which pro- 
vided that the local authority should have 
the right to use the buildings three nights 
a week if required for the purposes of 
education. That was a cardinal fact in 
connection with the Amendment. The 
managers had given up the use of the 
buildings for three nights a week, and as 
against that, they were now to have the 
use of the furniture, if the local authority 
chose to leave it in the school, during the 
remaining evenings in the week. Was it 
not reasonable and business-like to set otf 








th 
th 
th 
th 


au 
au 
w! 
ed) 
wi 
cat 
an 
wa 


pri 


~~ 


no! 
pu 
the 
ity, 
we 
edt 
the 


64 


nd 
ty, 
he 
nt 
ry 
ill, 


yas 


‘om 
uy 
ion 


rds 
the 








1165 Education 
one against the other, and say that 
in neither case would wear and tear 


If the 


authority conducted their business in a 


be taken into account ? local 
disorderly manner, and if the scholars 
smashed the windows, their damage 
would have to be made good. On the 
other hand, if the managers conducted 
their meetings in such a manner as re- 
sulted in the furniture bemg smashed, 
they would have to pay compensation ; 
but neither party need trouble about fair 
wear and tear. The matter seemed quite 
simple when one realised what the con- 
ditions were; and he hoped the hon. 
Gentleman would not press his Amend- 


ment. 


Mr. BRYCE said that if he 


stood the position of the Government, 


under- 
they had completely forgotten what 
they had said three months ago was 
the main object of the Bill—namely, 
the establishment of one authority. 
Apparently now there were to be two 
and the 
authority was to be entirely different 


authorities, local education 
when it was dealing with elementary 
education from what it was when dealing 
For the edu- 
cation authority to be thus divided into 


with secondary education. 


an elementary and a secondary authority 
was quite inconsistent with the alleged 
principle of the Bill. 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY said that was 
not the case. All they had done was to 
put the buildings during school hours at 
the disposal of the local education author- 
ity, and then, in addition, the managers 
Were to give the use of the school for 
education purposes on three evenings in 
the week. 
authority. 


There was no division of the 
If damage was done during , 
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that evening instruction the authority 
ought to give compensation. 


Mr. BRYCE said that originally the 
authority, being one authority for 
educational purposes, was to get the use 
of the buildings free forall such purposes, 
but this attempt to sever elementary 
from secondary education—— 


Stir ROBERT FINLAY: There is no 
such division. 


Mr. BRYCE said it seemed to him 
that the 
secondary education authority was to 


education authority = yuu 
make a payment or give a consideration 
for the use of the buildings and furniture 
had understood it 
receive as @ matter of course as a part ot 


which he was to 


the general bargain. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS 
that the effect of the Amendment had 
been entirely changed. The hon. Member 


contended 


for North Camberwell seemed to have 
swallowed his own proposal, and accepted 
a provision of the Government which 
would place on the local authority an 
additional obligation. 


Dr. MACNAMARA explained that 
since he placed his Amendment on the 
Paper, a new engagement had been 


entered into under which the local 
authority were to get the free use of the 
school on three nights in the week. 
That, he thought, had modified the 


situation. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS said that that 
concession was made because everybody 
considered that the schools should be 
devoted to educational purposes. It was 
never intended that the bargain should, 
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in consequence, be varied in another | question of wear and tear would not 
respect so as to make the local authority | arise for some time, and surely it would 


pay for the use of the room. The) 
Committee had already decided that the | 
repair of the school was an obligation | 
on the managers, but by this Amend- | 
ment the repair of a room—which might 
mean the repair of every room in the | 
school—was to be undertaken by the 
local authority. 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY: If 


damage the room. 


they 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS said repairs 
only became necessary if a room was 
damaged. He should certainly vote for 


his hon. friend’s Amendment. 


Mr. 


cussion 


PYM 


was on 


said the whole dis- 


the commonest of 
common subjects, viz., the value of the 


depreciation of furniture by wear and | 


be much better to leave such petty 
questions to be arranged between the 
local authority and the managers as and 
when they arose. 


Mr. LOUGH, 


continued cries of “ Divide,” was under- 


who spoke amid 
stood to complain that the arguments 
of the Prime Minister were inconsist- 
ent with those of the Attorney General 


in this matter. 


(11.23.) Mr. A. J. BALFOUR rose in 
his place, and claimed to move, “That 


the Question be now put. 


Question put, “That the Question, 
‘That the words proposed to be left out 
stand part of the proposed Amendment’ 


be now put.” 





tear 


Parliament ought not to deal at all. 


Agy-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh 0. 
Arrol, Sir William 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Sain, Colonel James Robert 
Balcarres, Lord 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Maneli’r 
Balfour, RtHn. Gerald W (Leeds 
Baliour, Kenneth R.(Christch. 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Ben:inek, Lord Henry C. 
Ber: sford, LordCharles William 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bgnold, Arthur 
Bigwood, James 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bon:l, Edward 
Boustield, William Robert 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Br: okfield, Colonel Montagu 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Butcher, John George 


Mr. Samuel Evans. 


It was really a matter with which | 





The | Noes, 71. 


AYES, 


Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. { 
Carvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton | 
Cavendish, V.C. W.(Derbyshire | 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (areenwich) 
Chamberlain, RtHnJ. A( Wore. 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 

Clive, Captain Perey A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Colomb,Sir JohnCharlesReady 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Comyton, Lord Alwyne 

Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cranborne, Viscount 


| Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 


Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies,SirHoratioD. (Chatham 
Denny, Colonel 

Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dixon-Hartland,SirFred Dixon 





Dorington, Rt Hon. SirJohn E. 


The Committee divided:—Ayes, 193; 
(Division List No. 438.) 


Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke. Rt, Hon. Sir William Hart 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants. W.) 
Faber, George Deni-on (York) 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn. SirJ.(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald, Sir Robt. Penrose- 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, PhilipS.( Warwick,S.W. 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Gibbs, Hon. Vicary (St. Albans) 
Godson, Sir Agustus Frederick 
Gore, Hon.S. F.Ormsby-(Linc.) 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
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Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene,Sir EW(BurySEdm’nds 
Greene, HenryD, (Shrewsbury 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 

Groves, James Grimble 
Gunter, Sir Robert 

Guthrie, Walter Murray 

Hall, Edward Marshall 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hamilton, Rt HnLordG(Midd’x 
Hardy,Laurence( Kent, Ashford 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Henderson, Sir Alexander 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 
Higginbottom, 8S. W. 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset E. 
Houg, Lindsay 
Hope, J.F(Shettield, Brightside 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard, John( Kent, Faversh’m 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jolinstone, Heywood 

Kemp, George 
Kennaway, Rt. Hon.SirJohn H. 
Kennedy, Patrick James 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W.(Salop. 
Keswick, William 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow 
Lawrence, SirJoseph(Monm’th 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) | 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Leeve, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leivlh-Bennett, Henry Currie 





Allen,CharlesP.(Gloue. Stroud 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 

Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Brand, Hon. Arthur G. 

Brige, John 

Broadhurst. Henry 

Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 

Juris, John 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, Janes 

Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Cremer, William Randall 
Dilke. Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dunean, J. Hastings 

Emmott, Alfred 

Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co. 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

(Gr ladstone,] ttHn. Herbert John 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Hayne, Rt. Hon.CharlesSeale- 
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Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col. Chas. W. (Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter (Bristol,S 
Lowe, Francis William 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) | 
Lucas, Reginald J.(Portsmouth | 
Macartney, Rt HnW.G. Ellison | 
Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘Arthur, Charles (L iverpool) | 
M ‘Iver SirLewis(EdinburghW | 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire | 
Malcolm, [an 

Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
More,Robt.Jasper (Shropshire) | 





| Morgan, David.J(Walthamst’w | 


Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 


| Murray, Rt HnA.Graham(Bute 
| Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
| Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath 
| Nicholson, 


William Graham | 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Parkes, Ebenezer 


| Pease, Herbert Pike( Darlington 


Peel, Hn Wm. Robert Wellesley 
Pemberton, John 8. G. 

Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 
Pilkington, Lieut. -Col. Richard 


| Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
| Plummer, 


Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, — 

Pym, C. Guy 

Rarkin, Sir James 


NOES. 


Helme, Norval Watson 

Holland, Sir William Henry 

Horniman, Frederick John 

Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 

Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 

Joicey, Sir James 

Kearley, Hudson E. 

Langley, Batty 

Layland-Barratt, Francis 

Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Levy, Maurice 

Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 

M:Arthur, William (Cornwall) 

M‘Laren, Sir CharlesBenjamin 

Manstield, Horace Rendall 

Markham, Arthur Basil 

Mather, Sir William 

Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 

Moulton, John Fletcher 

Norman, Henry 

ee Thomas Willans 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Rigg, Richard 


| Stanley, 


Bill. 1170 


Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Renwick, George 
Richards, Henry Charles 
Ridley, Hon. M. W. (Stalybridge 
Roberts, Samuel (Shettield) 
Robertson, Her — (Hackney) 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford- 
Seely, Maj.J.E. b. (Isleof Wight 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Smith, HC(North mb. Tyn’side 
Smith,James Parker(Lanarks. 
Spear, John Ward 
Stanley,Hon. Arthur(Ormskirk 
Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stewart,Sir MarkJ.M‘Tageart 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, RtHn.J.G.(Oxf'd Univ. 
Toman Dr.EC(Monagh’n,N 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
W alrond, — Hn. SirWilliamH. 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warde, ¢ ‘olonel C. E. 
Welby, Lt-Col. A.C. E(Taunton 
W hitele »y, H.( Ashton und. Lyne 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York E.R. 
Wilson, J. W.(Worcestersh. N 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C.B.Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wyhe, Alexander 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hood and Mr. Anstruther. 


| Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
' Runciman, Walter 


Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Statford) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, RtHn.C. R (Northants 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Thomas, Sir A.(Glamorgan, E. 
Thomas, A(Glamorgan,Gower 
Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr 
Tomkinson, James 

Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whiteley, George( York W.R. 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 

W hittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W. R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Woodhouse,SirJ T.(Huddersf'd 
Yoxall, James Henry 


Nors— 
and Mr, 


TELLERS FOR THE 
Mr M‘kKenna 
Trevelyan. 
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Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bain, Col. James Robert 
Balearres, Lord 

dalfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W (Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christeh. 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bentinek, Lord Henry C. 
Beresford, Lord Chas. William 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

3lundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boustield, William Robert 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brooktield, Colonel Montagu 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Butcher, John George 
Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Carvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton 
Cavendish, V.C. W (Derbyshire 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, ktHnJ.A(Wore. 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churebill, Winston Spencer 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 

Clive, Captain Perey A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H.A.E. 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Colom), SirJ ohnCharlesReady 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies,SirHoratioD.(Chatham 
Denny, Colonel 

Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dixon-Hartland,SirFrd Dixon 
Dorington, Rt. Hon. SirJohnE. 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxtord.SirWilliam Theodore 
Durnipng-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Kt. Hn. Sir William Hart 
Faber, Edmund B.(Hants. W.) 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fellowes,Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, RtHn.SirJ.(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald,SirRobert|Penrose- 


Question put accordingly 
“‘ That the words proposed to be left out 
stand part of the proposed Amendment.” 
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Fitzroy,Hon. Edward Algernon 
Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir ‘Henry 
Forster, Henry William 


| Foster, PhilipS.(Warwick,S.W 


Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 
Gibbs, Hon. Vicary(St. Albans) 


, Godson,SirAugustusFrederick 


Gore,HnG. R.C Ormsby-(Salop 
Gore,Hon.S.F. Ormsby-(Line.) 
Goulding, Edward Altred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene,Sir EW (B’rySEdm’nds 
Greene,Henry D. (Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. Ray mond-(Cambs. ) 
Grenfell, Wilham Henry 
Gretton, John 

Groves, James Grimble 
Gunter, Sir Robert 

Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hall, Edward Marshall 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hamilton, RtHnLordi Middx 
Hardy,Laurence( Kent, Ashf'rd 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Henderson, Sir Alexander 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 
Higginbottom, 8. W. 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset, E. 
Hogg, Lindsay 
Hope,J.F.(Shettield, Brightside 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 
Howard,John(Kent,Faversh’m 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jettreys, Rt. Hon. ArthurFred. 
Johnstone, Heywood 

Kemp, George 

Kennaway,Kt. Hon.SirJohnH. 
Kennedy, Patrick James 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W.(Salop. 
Keswick, William 

King, Sir Henry Seymonr 


| Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 


Lawrence,SirJoseph(Monm’th 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 


Bill. 


Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
M‘Arthur Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Iver,SirLewis(EdinbarghW 
M‘Killop, James(Stirlingslire) 
Malcolm, Ian 

Manners, Lord Cecil 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
More, Kobt.Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morgan, DavidJ (Walthamst’w 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C, 
Murray, RtHnA.Graham (Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 


: Nicholson, William Graham 


Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine | 


Long,Col. Charles W (Evesham 
Long, Rt.Hn. Walter(Bristol,S) 
Lowe, Francis William 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas,Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, RegivaldJ.( Portsmouth 
Macartney, RtHnW.G. Ellison 
Macdona, Jobn Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 


Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pease, Herbert Vike( Darlingt n 
Peel, HnWm. Robert Wellesley 
Pemberton, John 8. G. 
Perey, Ear] 

Pierpoint, Robert 
Pilkington, Lt.-Col. Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Kobert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederick Carne 
Renwick, George 

Richards, Henry Charles 
Ridley, Hn. M. W. (Stalybridge 
Roberts, Samuel (Shettield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Round, Rt. Hen. James 
Sackville, Col. 8S. G. Stopford- 
Scott, Sir 8. (Marylebone, W) 
Seely, Maj. J. E. BUsleot Wight 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, HC(North mb. Tyneside 
Smith,James Parker(Lanarks. 
Spear, John Ward 
Stanley, Hn. Arthur (Ormskirk 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stewait,Sir MarkJ.M-Taggait 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichesier) 
Talbot, Rt. Hn.J.G(OxfdUniv. 
Thompson, DrEC(Monagh’n,N 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walker, Col. William Hali 
Walrond, RtHn.SirW illiamH. 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warde, Colonel C. E. , 
Welby,Lt.-Col.A.C.E(Taunt'n 
Whiteley Hl Ashton-und Ly ne 
Willox, Sir John Archibal 
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The Committee divided :—Ayes, 1 
oo 68. (Division List No. 439.) 
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Brand 
Brigg 
Broad 
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Buxt 
Caldv 
Caust 
Cawle 
Cham 
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Wilson, A.Stanley(York,E.R.) | Wrightson, Sir Thomas 


Wilson.J. W.(Worcestersh. N oo 


WwW ylie, Alexander 


Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart- | Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


Allen,CharlesP (Gloue. Stroud 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 

Barran, Roland Hirst 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbys hire | 
Brand, Hon. Arthur G. 

Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston | 
Cremer, Ww illiam Randal 
Dilke, ~ Hon. Sir Charles 
Dunean, J. Hastings 


Ev: say Sooner TL. (Glamorgan) | 


Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Gladstone, Rt Hn.HerbertJohn 
Grey, Rt. Hon. Sir E.( Berwick) 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 


Hayne, Rt. Hon. CharlesSeale- | 


Helme, Norval Watson 


(11.50.) 
to move, ** 
proposed words be there 


now put.” 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, be Hon. John 
Bain, Col. James Robert 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour,Rt. Hon. A.J .(Maneh’r 
salfour, RtHn Gerald W (Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R.(Christch. 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Beresford LordCharles William 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M 
Bignold, Arthur 

Biewood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 


| Hor niman, 


| Lough, 


| Manstield, 
Markham, 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) | 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR claimed 
That the Question ‘That the proposed words be there inserted.” 


NOES. 


; Holland, Sir William Henry 
Frederick John 
Hamphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Joicey, Sir James 


| Kearley, Hudson E. 
| Langley, 
| Layland-Barratt, Francis 


Batty 


Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Levy, Maurice 

Thomas 

M Arthur, William (Cornw all) | 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 


M‘Laren,Nir ¢ ‘harles Benjamin | | 


Horace Rendall 
Arthur Basil 


Moulton, John Fletcher 
Norman, Henry 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Rea, Russell 

Rickett, J. Compton 
Rige, Richard 

toberts, 
Runciman, Walter 
Shackleton, David James 


Question 


inserted’ be 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 
(Division List No. 440.) 


| Noes, 65. 


AYES. 


Bond, Edward 

Boustield, William Robert 
| Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 

| Brooktield, Colonel Montagu 
| Brotherton, Edward Allen 
| Butcher, John George 
| Carlile, William W alter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Carvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton 
Cavendish, V.C, W.(Derbysh’e) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, RtHnJ.A(Wore. 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churehill, Winston Spencer 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Clive, Captain Perey A. 
| Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E, 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 





| 
John H. (Denbighs.) 


Bill. 1174 
| TELLERS FOR THE AyYES— 
Sir Alexander Acland- 


Hood and Mr. Anstruther. 


Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
| Soares, Ernest J. 
Spencer, Rt. Hn.C.R(Northant 
Strac hey, Sir Edward 
Thomas, SirA.(Glamorgan.,E. ) 
| Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr 
Thomas,J A(Glamorgan,Gower 
| Tomkinson, James 
| Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Warner, Taomas CourtenayT. 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whiteley,George( York, W.R. ) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palme1 
Wilson, Henry J.(York,W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
| Woodhouse, SirJ T( Huddersf'd 
Yoxall, James Henry 


| TELLERS FOR THE NoEs— 
Mr. Alfred Hutton and 
Mr. Whitley. 


put accordingly, ‘‘That the 


194 ; 


Colomb,SirJohn CharlesReady 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies,SirHoratio D(Chatham 
Denny, Colonel 

Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dixon-Hartland, Sir F. Dixon 
Dorington,Rt. Hon. Sir John E. 
Doughty, George ~~ 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A.-Akers- 
Doxford, Sir Wm. Theodore 
Durning- Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. Hn. Sir William Hart 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W.) 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
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Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward | 


Fergusson, Rt. Hn. SirJ.(Mne’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Fivch, George H. 
Finlay . Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald, Sir Robt. Penrose- 
Fitzroy, Hon. Ed. Algernon 
Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Forster, Henry W illiam 
Foster, PhilipS.(Warwick,S. W 
Galloway, William Johnson 
= Hon. Vicary(St. Albans) 
Godson, Sir Augustus Frederick 
Gore, HnG.R.C -Ormsby-(S'lop 
Gore, Hon.S.F — (Line. ) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene,SirE W(BryS.Edim’nds 
Greene, Henry D.(Shrewsbury! 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 
Groves, James Grimble 
Gunter, Sir Robert 
a Walter Murray 
Hall, —e Marshall 
H: alsey . Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hamilcon, Rt Halcedtachtida’x 
Hardy Laurence( Kent, Ashford 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Hateh, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Henderson, Sir Alexander 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 
Higginbottom, S. W. 
Hoare, Sir Samuel 
let, ne sg uae E) 
Hogg, Lindsay 
Hope.J.F. (Shetlield, Brights’de 
Houldsworth, Sir Wim. ‘Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 
Howard John( KentFaversham 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jettreys, Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred. 
Johnstone, Heywood 
Kemp, George 
Kennaway,Rt. Hn.Sir John H. 


Allen, Chas. P.(Gloue., 
Ashton. Thomas Gair 
Jarran, Rowland Hirst 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Brand, Hon. Arthur G. 
Brigg, John 
Broadhurst, Henry 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Buxton, —7 Charles 


Stroud) 


Caldwell, James 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 


Channing, Francis Allston 
Cremer. William Randal 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dunean, J. Hastings 

Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co. ) 





{COMMONS} 


Kennedy, Patrick James 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W. (Salop | 
Keswick, William 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Law, "Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence SirJoseph(Monm’th) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legve, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col. Chas. W.(Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S) 
Lowe, Francis William 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lueas,Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, Reginald.J.( Portsmouth 
Macartney, RtHnW.G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maenamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Iver,SirLewis(EdinburghW 
M'Killop, James (Stirlinghire) 
Maleolin, Lan 

Manners, Lord Cecil 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morgan DavidJ( Walthamstow 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. . 
Murray, RtinA.Graham( Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

Pease Herbert Pike( Darlington 
Peel, HnWm. Robert Wellesley 
Pemberton, John $8. G. 

Percy, Ear] 

Pierpoint, Robert 

Pilkington, Lieut.-Col. Richard 
Platt-Higyins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 


NOES. 


Fuller, J. M. F. 

Gladstone. Rt. HnHerbert John 
Grey, Rt. Hn. Sir E. (Berwick) 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Joicey, Sir James 

Kearley, Hudson, E. 
Langley, Batty 
Layland-Barratt, 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 
Levy, Manrice 
Lough, Thomas 


Francis 


Tomlinson, Sir Wm. 





M‘ Arthur, William (Cornwall) 





Bill. 


Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 
Pym, C. Guy 
Rankin, Sir James 
Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Renwick, George 
Ridley, HonM. W. (Stalybridge 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Scott, Sir 8. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seely,Maj.J.EB.(fsleot Wight 
Skewes-Co«, Thomas 
Smith,James Parker (Lanarks, 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 
Stanley, Hn. Arthur (Ormskirk 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stewart.SirMark.J. M*Tageart 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichest ter) 
Talbot, RtHnJ.G.(OxP?d Univ. 
Thompson, DrEC ( Monagh'n.N 
Edw. M. 
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Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
W: ajrond. Ret. Hn.Sir W illiamH. 
Warde, Colonel (. E. 
Welby,Lt-ColA.¢ “E.(Taunton 
Whiteley, H (Ashton und. Lyne 
Willox, Sir John Arehibald 
Wilson, A. Stanley ( York, E.R, 
Wilson, J. W. (Worcester sh. N. 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Alexander  <Aecland- 
Hood and Mr. Anstruther. 


M‘Kenna, Reginald 
M‘Laren,Sir Charles Benjamin 
Manstieldl, Horace Rendall 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
Norman, Henry 

Nussey. Thomas Willans 
Rea Russell 

Rickett, J. Compton 

Rigg, Richard 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Runciman, Walter 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, Rt HnC. R.( Northants 


177 


Strache 
Thomas 
Thomas 
Tomkin 
Trevely 


It |} 


man p 


(12.: 
to mo\ 
words 
“The,” 
in line 


the Cl. 


Agg-Gra 
Aynew, 
Apson, 

Arkwri 
Arnold 
Arrol, > 
Atkins 
Bain, 
Balearr 
Balfour 
Balfour 
balfour 





Banbur 
Bentine 
Berest« 
Bhown 
Bignolk 
Bigwoc 
Blunde 
Bond, 

Boustie 
Brodvis 
Brookt 
Brothe 
Butche 


| Carew, 


Carlile. 
Carson 
Carvill 
Cavent 
Cecil. | 
Chamb 
Chapm 
Churel 
Clare, 

Cliv e, | 
Cochra 
Cohen, 
Colom! 
Colstot 
Compt 
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1177 Education 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr 
Thomas, J A(GlamorganGower | 
Tomkinson, James 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 


It being after Midnight, 
man proceeded to interrupt the Business. 


(12.2. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR claimed 
to move, “ That the Question ‘That the 
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Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. | 


White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, WR) 


Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) | 


the Chair- 


words of the Clause from the first word 


“The,” in line 21, to the word “managers,” 


in line 24, both inclusive, stand part of 


the Clause,’ be now put.” 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Aynew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Avson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 

Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 

Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hon. A..J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, RtHnGeraldW. (Leeds | 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bentinck, Lord Henry ©. 
beresford, LordCharles William 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. } 

Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 

Bond, Edward 

Boustield, William Robert 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Butcher John George 


| Carew, James Laurence 


Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Carvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton 
Cavendish. V.C. W. (Derbyshire 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, RtHn.J. A.(Wore. 
Chapman, Edward 

Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 

Clive, Captain Perey A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Colomb,SirJohn Charles Ready 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 


Noes, 64. 


AYES. 


Cook, Sir Fredericx Lueas 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies,SirHoratioD. (Chatham 
Denny, Colonel 

Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dixon-Hartland.Sir Fred Dixon 
Dorington, Rt. Hon. SirJohn E. 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. Hon. SirWilliam Hart 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W.) 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, RtHnSirJ.(Manch’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald, Sir Robert Penrose- 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Forster, Henry William 
Foster, PhilipS.(WarwickS. W. 
Calloway, William Johnson 


Gibbs,Hon. Vicary (St. Albans | 


Godson, Sir Augustus Frederick 
Gore, HnG. R.C.Ormsby-(Salop 
Gere, Hon.S. F. Ormsby-( Line. 
Goulding, Edward Altred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, SirE. W(B’rySEdm’nds 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury 
Greene, W. Raymond (Cambs.) 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 

Groves, James Grimble 
Gunter, Sir Robert 


Bill. 1178 
W oodhouse,SirJ T( Huddersf'd 
TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 


Mr. Alfred Hutton and 
Mr. Whitley. 


Question put, “ That the Question ‘That 
the words of the Clause from the first 
word “ The,’ 


“managers,” 


> in line 21, to the word 


in line 24, both inclusive, 


stand part of the Clause,’ be now put.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 191, 
(Division List No. 441.) 


Guthrie, Walter Murray 

Hall, Edward Marshall 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hamilton, Rt HnLordG( Middx 
Hardy, Laurence(Kent,Ashtord 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Henderson, Sir Alexander 
Hickman, Sir Altred 
Higginbottom, S. W. 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset. KF. 
Hogg, Lindsay 
Hope,J.F.(Sheffield, Brightside 
Houldsworth, Sir William Hy. 
Hoult, Joseph 
Howard,John(Kent,Faversham 
Jebb, Sir Richard (Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hon. Arthur Frei 


| Johnstone, Heywood 


Kemp, George 

Kennaway, Rt. Hon.SirJohn H. 
Kennedy, Patrick James 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W. (Salop 
Keswick, William 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence,Sir Joseph (Monm’th 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lees, Sir Elliot (Birkenhead) 


| Legge, Col. Hen. Heneage 


Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col.Charles W.(Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter( Bristol,s. 
Lowe, Francis William 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft 
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Lucas, Reginald J.(Portsmouth | 


Macartney, Rt. Hn. WG.Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Iver.SirLewis( Edinburgh W 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire 
Malcolm, Ian 

Manners, Lord Cecil 

Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
More, Robt. Jasper (Shropshire 
Morgan. DavidJ (Walthamstow 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray. Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, RtHn A.Graham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventr : 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bat 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

Pease, Herbert Pike( Darlington 
Peel. Hn. Wm. Robert Wellesley 





Pemberton, John S. G. 


Percy, Earl 


Allen,Charles P.(¢ ‘louc. sStroud 


Ashton, Thomas Gar 
Barran, F Rowland Hirst 
3ayley, Thomas ( Derbyshire) 


Brand, Hon. Arthur G. 

Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, euage 4 

Bryce, Rt. Hon. - James 
Buxton, Sydney Charles 

Causton, | Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

ga Francis Allston 

Cremer, William Randal 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Duncan, J. Hastings 

Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Gladstone, Rt. Hn. HerbertJohn 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
-seeaninnate R. Leicester 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. ‘harles Seale- 

Helme, Norval Watson 


Question, ‘“ That 
Clause from the first word 


21, to the word 


both inclusive, stand part of the Clause,” 


put accordingly, and negatived, 


The Chairman left the Chair to make 


his Report to the House. 


the words 


‘managers,’ 
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Pierpoint, Robert 
Pilkington, Lieut. -Col. Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward | 
Purvis, Robert 
Pym, C. Guy 
Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Renwick, George 
Ridley, lca. M.W.(Sté ee | 
Roberts, Sanimel (Sheftield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) | 
Round. Rt. Hon. James 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seely, Maj.J.E.B.([sleofWight | 
Smith,James Parker (Lanarks. | 
Smith, Hon W. F. D. (Strand | 
Spear, John Ward 
Stanley,Hon. Arthur(Ormskirk | 
| 





Stanley, Lord (Lancs. ) 
Stewart,Sir Mark J.M ‘Taggart 


' Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 


NOES. 


Holland, Sir William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Joicey, Sir James 

Kearley, Hudson E. 

Langley, Batty 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Levy, Maurice 

Lough, Thomas 

M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 
M‘Laren, Sir Charles Benjamin 
Manstield, Horace Rendall 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
Norman, Henry 

Rea, Russell 

Rickett J. Compton 


October, 
Question put. 


Adjovrned at 


the House. 
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Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 

Talbot, Rt. Hn.J.G.(Oxf'dUniy, 
Thompson, Dr. EC(Monagh’n.N, 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Valentia, Viscount 


| Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 


Walker, Col. William Hall 


| Walrond,Rt. Hon. Sir WillamH 


Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C. E. Taunton 
Whiteley, H.(Ashtonund. Lyne 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York.E.R.) 
Wilson, J. W.(Worcestersh.,N, 
| Wortley, Rt. Hon. C.B.Stuart. 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 

| Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, Rt. Hon. G seorge 


TELLERS FOR THE AyEs,— 
Sir Alexander  <Acland- 
Hood and Mr. Anstruther, 


Runciman, Walter 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, Rt Hn.C. R. (Northants 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Thomas, Dav id Alfred (Merthyr 
Thomas,J A(Glamorgan, Gower 
Tomkinson, James 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Warner, Thomas ae aT. 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
W hitley, J. H. (Hi "id ax) 
Whittaker, Sashes Palmer 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 
W oodhouse,SirJ.T.( Hudd'rsf'd 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES.— 


Rigg. Richard Mr. Nussey and Mr. 
toberts, John H. (Denbighs) Caldwell. 
of the; Committee report Progress; to sit 
‘The,’ in line | again Tomorrow, 
in line 24, | ; 
Mr. SPEAKER, in pursuance of the 
Order of the House of the 16th 


adjourned the House without 


twenty minutes 


after Twelve o’clock. 


Member. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Thursday, 30th October, 1902. 


The House met at Two of the Clock. 


Returns, 


IMPRISONMENT OF A MEMBER. 


Mr. SPEAKER informed the House that 
he had received the following letter 
relating to the imprisonment of a 
Member :— 

“The Victoria Hotel, 
“Sligo, 
“29th October, 1902. 
“ Str,—I have the honour to inform you that 
I have this day confirmed the sentence of two 
resident magistraves on Mr. P. A. M‘Hugh, a 
, Member of the House of Commons, which 

directed him to be imprisoned for criminal 
> conspiracy for two months under the provisions 
> of the Crimes’ Act; but I have mitigated the 
2 sentence to the extent of not imposing hard 
> labour. 

“Mr. M‘Hugh refused to enter into a recognis- 
> ance to the Crown not to publish ‘boycotting’ 
= or intimidating notices in the journal of which 
: he was the proprietor, the S/igo Champion. 

“T have the honour to be, Sir, 


mber. 


Ae 


by the 


S ** Your obedient servant, 
: “Wax. O'Connor Morais, 
- “County Court Judge and Chairman of 


“ (uarter Sessions.” 


: PETITIONS. 
CANADIAN CATTLE (IMPORTATION). 
Petitions for abolition of restric- 








tions: from Bristol; Halstead; Brain- 
* tree: Maldon ; and Witham ; to lie upon 
< the Table. 

. CHHIDI. 

~ Petition from Cawnpore, for the 
< release of Chhidi, a convict ; to lie upon 
> the Table. 


\ EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
s 3ILL. 

Petitions against: from Lidlington ; 
Houghton Conquest; Fivehead; and 
Bridgwater (four) ; to lie upon the Table. 

EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
BILL. 

Petitions for alteration: from Brain- 
tree; Witham ; Halstead ; Maldon; and 
Bristol : to lie upon the Table. 
EDUCATION (ENGLAND ANI* WALES) 

SILL. 

Petitions in favour: from Liverpool ; 

and St. Helens ; to lie upon the Table. 
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JAMMADAS, JOSHI. 


Petition of the widow of Joshi Jam- 


/madas, for the redress of grievances ; to 


lie upon the Table. 


KOOSAJI. 
Petitions of Sampat, son of Koosaji, 
for redress of grievance ; to lie upon the 


Table. 


PADAYACHI VEERABADRA. 
Petition of Veerabadra Padayachi, for 
inquiry into his case; to lie upon the 


Table. 


PARLIAMENTARY FRANCHISE (EX- 
TENSION TO WOMEN) BILL. 
Petition from North Brierley, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


PREVENTION OF CORRUPTION IN 
TRADE. 


Petitions for legislation: from Bristol ; 
Witham ; Halstead; Braintree ; and Mal- 
don ; to lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
SUPERANNUATION. 

Copy ordered, ‘of Treasury Minute, 
dated the 24th day of June, 1902, as to 
the pension to be awarded to Mr. G. R. 
Price, Registrar in the Chancery Division 
of the Supreme Court of Judicature, 
Ireland, on his retirement.”—(Mr. Huyes 
Fisher.) 

LOCAL RECORDS COMMITTEE. 

Copy presented, of Report of the Com- 
mittee appointed to inquire as to the 
existing arrangements for the collection 
and custody of local records, and as 
to further measures which it may be 
advisable to take for the purpose [by 
Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 





BOARD OF EDUCATION. 
Copy presented, of statement under 


administrative counties and county 
boroughs of public elementary schools 
which have received building grants, 


showing in each case the amount of such 
building grants, and the amount  sub- 
scribed by the promoters at the time (so 
far as records exist); also, in the case of 
schools which have been transferred to 
the School Board or closed, the year of 
transfer or closure, with explanatory 
memorandum and appendix [by Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table. 


2U 
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BOARD OF EDUCATION, 


Copy presented, of precedents of trust 
deeds settled for Church of England 
Schools, British Schools, Established 
Church of Scotland Schools, Wesleyan 
Schools, Free Church (Scotland) Schools, 
Roman Catholic Schools, Jewish Schools 
Episcopal Church (Scotland) Schools, and 
Undenominational Schools referred to in 
the Revised Code of 1870 [by Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


SHIPS COMMISSIONED (CHATHAM, 

PORTSMOUTH, AND DEVONPORT). 

Return presented relative thereto, 
{ordered 24 July ; Mr. Reginald Lucas] ; 
to lie upon the Table; and to be printed 
[No 363.] 

QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 
India—Special Irrigation Grants. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty) To 


ask the Secretary of State for India, in | 
view of the fact that the Government of | 


India had sanctioned a special irrigation 
grant of 25 lakhs (£166,666, 13s. 4d.) to 
local governments for minor works such 
as village wells, tanks, and channels, is he 
yet in a position to state how much of 
this sum will be allocated to each 
province. 


(Answered by Secretary Lord George 
Hamilton.) The special irrigation grant 
has been distributed as follows: Raj- 
putana, Rs. 60,000; Coorg, Rs. 5,000 ; 
Punjab, Rs. 6,14,000; Bombay, Rs. 
2,00,000 ; Sind, Rs. 7,20,000; North 


West Frontier Province, Rs. 1,65,000 ; | 


Madras, Rs. 4,00,000; North West 
Provinces and Oudh, Rs. 50,000 ; Bengal, 
Rs. 20,000; Baluchistan, Rs. 
Central Provinces, Rs. 2,00,000. 


China Operations, 1900—Sale of Surplus — | 


Stores of Rum. 


Mr. CAINE (Cornwall,Camborne): To | 
ask the Secretary of State for War if heis | 


aware that on 20th September last the 
chief supply and transport officer at 
Tientsin sold, by public tender, 5,540 
gallons of rum, part of the surplus 
stores of the British contingent; and 
will he state to whom wis this rum 


sold, for what purpose was it originally | 


placed in store, and is it now the rule 
to supply spirits to British soldiers in 
the field. 


{COMMONS} 


60,000 ; | 


Questions. 


1184 


(Answered by Secretary Lord George 
Humilton.) No report has been received 
from the general officer commanding the 
China force as to the sale of the rum 
referred to. A small daily issue of rum to 
men on active service is permitted by the 
regulations, at the discretion of the 
general officer commanding. on the 
recommendation of the medical ofticer. 


Army Medical Corps in India— Pay. 

Dr. THOMPSON (Monaghan, N.): To 
ask the Secretary of State for War if he 
| will state when the increase of pay pro- 
| mised several months ago to the captains 
and subalterns of the Royal Army Medical 
Corps serving in India will be granted ; 
the amount of the increase in rupees; 





and from what date will the increase 
count. 
(Answered hy Secretary Lord (Georg 


Huwmilton.) An increase in the pay of 
| officers of the Royal Army Medical Corps 
below the rank of major, while serving in 
| India, has been approved in principle, but 
the amount of increase is still under the 
| consideration of the Government of 
| India, who have been asked to telegraph 
| their views as soon as they have arrived 
| at them. 


Proposed Fishing Harbour at Swordle, 
Lewis. 

Mr. WEIR: Toask the Lord Advocate 
if the Congested Districts Board will 
again consider the expediency of providing 
a grant in aid of the construction of a 
| harbour at Swordle, Island of 


Lewis ; 
}and will he state on what ground this 
| assistance has hitherto been refused. 


(Answered by Mr. Graham = Murray.) 
| Assistance has been refused on the ground 
that Swordle is only distant three miles 
from Stornoway and about two miles from 
Bayble, to which the Board have quite 
recently granted £1,640 towards a pier, 
and the Board have not hitherto felt 
| justified in aiding works in such close 
| proximity to each other. 


| 

| 

| Evening Continuation Classes Grant. 

| Str MARK STEWART (Kirkeud- 
| brightshire) : To ask the Lord Advocate 
| if he will state the reason why the reports 
|and grants to the evening continuation 
| classes of 1901-02 have not been sent out, 
| although the school year ended on 31st 
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(Questions. 


July last; and, in view of the incon- 
venience caused to the managers by this 
delay, can he state when the schools are 
likely to receive the reports and grants, 


(Answered by Mr. Graham Murray.) 
More than one-third of the claims for 


grants to the continuation classes have | 


already been paid, and the remainder are 
heing dealt with as rapidly as_ possible. 
In the majority of cases it has been found 
necessary to refer back to the managers 
the forms of claim for grant, for more 
complete particulars or for corrected 
returns, before the calculation of the 
grant could be proceeded with. Every 
etiort is being made to complete the 
payment of all the claims, but even now 
some managers have not yet submitted 
their returns in the first instance for the 
consideration of the Department. 


Employment in Government Departments 

of Discharged Soldiers and Sailors. 

sim HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central): To ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury if he will issue an order to all 
Government Departments to carry out 
the expressed wishes of the House of 
Commons and the recommendations of 
Select Committees that no messenger or 
other officer in that category is to be 
appointed unless he has served in the 
Army, Navy, or auxiliary forces in the 
tield, 

(Answered by Mr. Hayes Fisher.) The 
Treasury has no power to require all 
Government Departments to exclude 
from their employment as messengers 
and officers of that category all persons 
except those who have served in the 
Army, Navy, or auxiliary forces. The 
Treasury have, by Minute of 14th March, 
1854, provided for the employment of a 
certain number of Army and Navy 
pensioners in the Departments under 
their control, and they understand that 
other public offices give a preference to 
men who have served, for all suitable 
employment. 


Education Bill—School Teachers’ 
Superannuation. 

Mason RASCH (Essex, Chelmsford) : 
To ask the Secretary to the Board of 
Edueation whether, in the event of the 
new Board of Managers getting rid of a 
teacher on account of age, provision will 
be made that he should not lose any 
heneftit under the School Teachers’ Super- 
annuation Act. 
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(Answered by Sir William Anson.) It 
is not proposed to insert in the Education 
3ill such a provision as the hon. Member 
suggests. The case of a teacher who has 
become permanently incapable, owing to 
infirmity of mind or body, of being an 
efficient teacher in a public elementary 
school is provided for by Section 2 of the 
Elementary School Teachers (Superannua- 
tion) Act. 


(Juestions. 


National Society’s Schools. 

Sir HENRY FOWLER (Wolver- 
hampton, E.): To ask Mr. Attorney 
General what are the trusts relating to 
religious teaching upon which the ele- 
mentary schools in connection with the 
National Society are held; and whether 
there are any provisions requiring that 
such religious teaching is to be controlled 
by any specific authority. 


(Answered by Sir Robert Finlay.) The 
trust deeds of schools connected with the 
National Society are varied in their 
character. A Return setting forth the 
earlier forms of such deeds has been 
already asked for and granted; the 
sheets are now with the printer, and it 
is hoped that they will be in the posses- 
sion of the House in a few days. I find 
that the more recent forms of trust deeds 
employed since the cessation of building 
grants are not within the knowledge of 
the Board of Education, but they could 
no doubt be obtained from the National 
Society. It would not be possible with- 
in the ordinary compass ef an Answer to 
set out accurately the various provisions 
of these trust deeds on the heads referred 
to in the Question. 


Bushey Park. 

Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) . 
To ask the hon. Member for North 
Hunts whether he will explain why the 
Oftice of Works has parted with a por- 
tion of Bushey Park to the United 
Tramways Company, Limited ; and see- 
ing that land needed to widen the road 
for a tramway might have been pur- 
chased by the Company on the opposite 
side of it, he will state whether the strip 
of Bushey Park was sold to the Com- 
pany for a price equivalent to that 
which the Company would have had to 
pay for the same accommodation on the 
other side of the road. 


(Al nswe Vr d by Mr. Ailwyn Fi llows s.) 
There has been no sale of land to the 
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United TramwaysCompany. The Oftice 
of Works is, however, disposed to enter- 
tain a proposal, which is strongly sup- 
ported by the local authorities, for setting 
back the fence of Bushey Park for some 
distance along the tramway line where 
the road would be dangerously narrow. 
A piece of timbered land, of larger area 
than that to be thrown into the road. 
way, would be added to the Park free of 
charge, a substantial permanent fence 
would be erected along the new frontage 
line of the Park, and all structures 
would be reinstated free of expense to 
the Crown. There are various pre- 
cedents for the widening of roads skirt- 
ing the Royal Parks, to meet the wishes 
of the local authorities for the safety of 
the public. 


Irish Postmasterships—Appointment of 
Englishmen and Scotchmen. 

Dr. THOMPSON: To ask the Post- 
master General whether he will explain 
why the office of postmaster in the 
following Irish towns, viz.: Ballinasloe, 
Buttevant, Kilmallock, Kilrush, Kings- 
town, Lisburn, Londonderry, Newbridge, 
Roscrea, and Youghall has been recently 
filled by importations of English and 
Scotch postmasters to Ireland; and 
whether he will take steps to discontinue 
this system in future. 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
These offices were filled by the appoint- 
ment of the most suitable candidates. 
I have no information as to the nation- 
ality of any of the officers selected, and 
[ see no reason for departing from the 
present method of selection. 


Kilmallock (Limerick) Labourers’ 
Cottages Scheme. 

Mr. LUNDON (Limerick, E.): To 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland is he aware that 
under the scheme in course of operation 
under the Labourers’ Act in the Kilmal- 
lock District Council, County Limerick, 
a cottage and plot designed on the farm 
of Patrick Hayes, of Oldtown, Hospital. 
farmer, for Michael Hayes, agricultural 
labourer, were passed at the inquiry in 
Kilmallock, but that afterwards the 
engineer of the council mapped the site 
at the other side of the fence on the 
farm of a man named Thomas Murphy, 
and that when the engineer went to 
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rectify the mistake Patrick Hayes would 
not allow him to enter on his land; and 
will the right hon. Gentleman take steps 
to remedy the matter as soon as possible 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) The 
Local Government Board has no infor- 
mation as to the alleged refusal of the 
occupier to allow entry on his lands, but 
if he has so refused and the District 
Council has obtained the requisite certi- 
ficate from the justices, under Section 
7 of the 8 Vict., cap. 20, the Council 
should place the matter in the hands cf 
its solicitor. 


Employment of Discharged Soldiers. 

Sir HOWARD VINCENT: To ask 
the Secretary of State for War whether 
he will consider the advisability oi 
appointing a small committee with an 
office in a central situation to endeavour, 
by communication with various parts of 
the country, to obtain employment for 
deserving men from the Front who 
have left, or are about to leave, the 
colours, and, in the meantime, to assist 
the meritorious by such means as can be 
placed in their power. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
The National Society for the Employ- 
ment of Reserve Men and Discharged 
Soldiers has been, and is now engaged 
in this important work. This Society 
is supported by contributions irom 
Army funds. The office is being re- 
moved to a more commodious and 
central position in Victoria Street. It 
would not, therefore, appear desirable 
to take the organisation out of the 
hands of the Society, as suggested in the 
Question. 


Contracts for Canteens. 

Mr. MOUNT (Berkshire, Newbury) 
To ask the Secretary of State for War. 
having regard to the fact that the Army 
order dealing with contracts for regi- 
mental institutes expires on the 3lst 
December, and in view of the uncer- 
tainty as regards the future conduct oi 
regimental institutes, causing incon 
venience both to ofticers commanding 
regiments and to traders, whether he 
will state when the Report on canteens 
will be made public 
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(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
[am not yet in a position to make any 
statement on this matter, as the Report 
has only just reached me. 


Volunteer and Militia Statistics. 

Mr. WINSTON CHURCHILL (Old- 
ham): To ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether he can state the present 
number of effectives in the Volunteer 
forces, and the present strength of the 
Militia. 


(Answered by Mr, Seeretary Brodrick.) 
The strength of the Militia on the Ist 
October, exclusive of officers and per- 
manent staff, was 104,380. The number 
of effective Volunteers on the Ist 
October was 272,957. 


South Africa—Outfit Allowances to 
Militia Officers. 

Mayor RASCH: To ask the Secretary 
of State for War whether militia ofticers 
who went to South Africa with their own 
units will be granted the same outfit 
allowance of £100 as those who left their 
regiments and served with remounts and 
other corps. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodreck.) 
Militia officers attached to units other 
than their own were found to have 
incurred special expenditure for uniform 
and outfit. They were consequently 
given an allowance which was not given 
to officers serving with their own 
corps. 

(2.15.) QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 
Settlement of South Africa. 

Sir GILBERT PARKER (Gravesend) : 
I beg to ask the First Lord of the Trea- 
sury if, with a view to encourage organised 
immigration of settlers in the Transvaal 
and Orange Free State and other parts 
of South Africa, the Government will 
consider the advisability of establishing 
an office or Department of immigration 
under the control of the Colonial Office 
to co-operate with the Departments of 
immigration in the various colonies. 


THE PRIME MINISTER anv FIRST 
LORD or tHe TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
BaLrour, Manchester, E.): In answer to 
my hon. friend I have to say that we are 
not yet in a position to encourage organ- 
ised immigration into South Africa. 
For the present, it seems, the supply of 
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agricultural settlers on the spot is as 
great as can conveniently be absorbed. 
Lord Milner will be consulted as to 
whether he thinks any such steps as my 
hon. friend suggests could be taken, and 
how soon they could be taken. 


Somaliland. 
Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
Have the Government any further com- 


munication with reference to the Somali 
War ? 


THe UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Lord 
CRANBORNE, Rochester): We have heard 
that Colonel Swayne has reached the coast 
at Berbera, leaving Colonel Cobbe in 
command at Bohotle. The garrison there 
is perfectly safe, and the guns have 
arrived. We have also heard that the 
wounded are doing very well. 


Royal Naval Reserve. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): I 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
whether, with a view to encourage British 
seamen to enrol in the Royal Naval 
Reserve, arrangements can be made 
which will admit of Royal Naval Reserve 
men performing their annual drill at 
any naval station abroad. 


THe SECRETARY To THe ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr. ARNOLD-FoRsTER, Belfast, 
W.): Since 1891 arrangements have 
been in force for the drilling of a num- 
ber of men in the Royal Naval Reserve 
serving abroad, who are unable to return 
to this country. The number of men, 
however, who have availed themselves 
of the privilege has been small. Only 
102 menu have been drilled at the out- 
stations during a period of six years. 
Every facility is given to reserve men to 
perform their drills in advance of time 
if they are likely to be long from the 
United Kingdom. They are also per- 
mitted to perform arrears of drill on 
their return. It is not believed that by 
adding to the facilities for drilling abroad 
the number of Royal Naval Reserve men 
would be increased. 


Cruisers to Cope with Foreign Armoured 
Commerce Destroyers. 

Captain NORTON (Newington, W.): 

I beg to ask the Secretary to the Admir- 

alty whether there are now under con- 

struction or whether it is proposed to 
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construct any cruisers of the “ Drake’”’ 
type capable of coping with the fastest 
and most heavily armoured commerce 
destroyers of foreign navies, such as the 
Russian cruiser “ Novik,’’ which steams 
twenty-five knots. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: I think 
the hon. Member is under a misappre- 
hension. The Russian ship “ Novik ”’ is 
not one of the fastest and most heavily 
armoured commerce destroyers, but is a 
second-class cruiser of 3,000 tons dis- 
placement. Vessels of the “ Drake ” class 
are fully capable of coping with such a 
ship. None of the so-called commerce 
destroyers of foreign navies possess a 
speed of twenty-five knots. 


CapTAIn NORTON: Has the “ Novik” 
a speed of twenty-five knots { 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: She is 
only a small second-class cruiser and not 
a commerce destroyer. 


CapTAIn NORTON: Has the Admir- 
alty any vessels under construction which 
will be able to cope with her ? 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The <Ad- 
miralty is under the impression that the 
vessels of the “Drake” class are fully 
capable of that. 


Str WILLIAM ALLAN (Gateshead): 
Is the hon. Gentleman aware that the 
“ Novik ” cannot steam twenty-five knots 
for more than four hours ? 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: I have 
every reason to believe that the hon. 
Member is quite correct. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Can the hon. 
Gentleman explain what is to be under- 
stood by the term‘‘commerce destroyer” } 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : I was only 
using a term which is generally used by 
more than one of the Great Powers in 
regard to large, unarmoured cruisers 
built by them. 


German Locomotives for Indian Railways. 

COLONEL DENNY (Kilmarnock Burghs): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for India whether he is aware that in an 
order for locomotives, placed by the East 
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Indian Railway in 1901, completion of 
which was to have been effected by 
August, 1902, the Chairman of the railway 
stated that the Company would save 
thirty-nine weeks by accepting a German 
tender as opposed to a British tender ; 
whether he is aware that the contract 
period for the German locomotives 
expired in August, 1902, that none were 
delivered in August or September, and 
that the order is net expected to be 
completed until the end of the year; and 
whether, under these circumstances, he 
will see his way to advise State-supported 
Indian railways to accept British tenders. 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA (Lord G. Hamitton, Middlesex, 
Ealing): I have no knowledge that the 
Chairman of the East Indian Railway 
Company made the statement attributed 
to him in this question, but, otherwise, 
I believe that the facts are as stated in 
the Question. but while I wish to do all 
I legitimately can to help British indus- 
tries, I cannot undertake to interfere in 
the manner suggested with the policy of 
the directors of guaranteed companies, 
who are responsible to their shareholders 
for the conduct of their business. 


Sm WILLIAM ALLAN: Is the noble 
Lord aware that the German locomotives 
which have been supplied to the Indian 
Government have soft cylinders and can- 
not run for any long time without becom- 
ing useless ? 


Lorp G. HAMILTON : Iam not aware 
that these locomotives have as yet been 
supplied ; I understand that the cause 
of the delay alluded to is that they have 
been subjected to precisely the same 
conditions of test as British locomotives. 


Christiania Fishery Conference. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs, in 
view of the fact that at the meeting of 
the Fishery Conference at Christiania in 
1901, a resolution was carried in favour 
of areas such as the Moray Firth being 
closed against trawlers of all nationalities, 
will he state whether the signatories to 
the North Sea Convention have been 
communicated with on the subject ; and, 
if so, with what result. 
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Lorp CRANBORNE: The Christiania 
resolution was not couched in any such 
absolute terms as would appear from the 
hon. Member’s Question. No negotiations 
have passed on the subject. 


Mr. WEIR: Is not the noble Lord 
aware that the Conference sat specially 
for the purpose of inquiring into illegal 
trawling round our coasts ? Will he make 
further inquiries ? 


_ Lorp CRANBORNE: _ I will inquire 
into any Question the hon. Gentleman 
puts on the Paper. 


Hong Kong Cable. 
Sir EDWARD SASSOON (Hythe): I 
heg to ask the Postmaster General, | 
whether he can instruct the Government 
of Hong Kong to make it publicly known 
that landing rights will forthwith be 
granted to any individual or company 
seeking for them in Hong Kong and its 
dependencies, under reasonable condi- 
tions, for purposes of laying cables. 


THE POSTMASTER GENERAL (Mr. 
AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN, Worcestershire, 
E.): The Question should have been ad- 
dressed to the Colonial Office. Jn the 
absence of my right hon. friend I will 


read his answer:—“ The _ instruction 
suggested by the hon. Member 
cannot be given to the Governor 


of Hong Kong, in view of the terms of an 
agreement made in 1893 with the Eastern 
Extension Telegraph Company. The 
full text of the article of the agreement 
which gives a preferential right to the 
Company was given by me in answer toa 
(Juestion in the House on the &th May, 
1899,7 to which I would refer the hon. 
Member.” 


Boer Generals at Cambridge. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for the Home Department | 
whether his attention has been called to 
the attitude of persons at a meeting 
addressed by three Boer commandants at 
Cambridge last Monday evening; and 
will steps be taken to prevent the repeti- 
tion ef such scenes of disorder at future 
meet’ngs of a similar character. 


*THE SECRETARY or STATE For, 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. | 
AKERS DovuG as, Kent, St Augustine’s) : 
I have obtained reports on this matter 





+ See (4) Debates, lxxi, 53. 
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from the Cambridge police. The meeting 
appears to have been orderly ; but in the 
crowd outside the building some disorder 
occurred, hoots and cheers being mingled. 
and a few missiles were thrown on to the 
roof. The police had taken due precau- 
tions and, with the exception that a 
medical man was thrown down and 
slightly hurt in the excitement when the 
Speakers were leaving the building, no 
damage was done to person or property. 
No action on the part of the Government 
is called for; the matter is one for the 


‘local authorities : and the steps taken by 


the police appear to have been judicious 


| and effective. 


Ventilation of the House of Commons. 

Mr. WYLIE (Dumbartonshire): [f 
beg to ask the Secretary tothe Treasury 
when the Report of the Select Committee 
appointed to inquire into the ventilation 
of the House of Commons building will 
be issued ; and what steps, if any, have 


| been taken during the recess for remov- 


ing some of the insanitary conditions. 


Mr. AILWYN FELLOWES (Hunts, 
Ramsey): The Select Committee is still 
engaged on its inquiry, and is not 
expected to issue its further report this 
session. During the recess the sanitary 
conveniences behind the division lobbies 
have been remodelled, and also the 
Members’ lavatory on the Terrace floor. 


Dublin Custom House. 

Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, S.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland, whether he is 
aware that on the pay days of those 
employed in the Custom House, Dublin, 
nuns are allowed to cross the barrier and 
beg for alms; and whether he will take 
steps to put a stop to the practice. 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. WynpHaAm, Dover) : I have 
no informaticn on the matter referred 
to. If by “barrier” my hon. friend 
alludes to the chains enclosing the space 
between the Custom House and the 
public street, he appears to have over- 
looked the fact that this space is open 
to and used by, all classes of the com 
munity. 


Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, S.): Will the 
hon. Member confine his nun and priest 
hunting to South Belfast ? 
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Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 


Me. SLOAN: Del wedustend toon | 


the right hon. Gentleman that there 
is a public right to this place ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: No doubt the 
public have a right to use it. 


Crimes Act Prisoners in Sligo Gaol. 

Mr. TULLY: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland, whether he can state the num- 
ber of prisoners convicted under The 
Criminal Law and Procedure (Ireland) 
Act, 1887, who were detained in the 
local | prisons; in Sligo, Castlebar, and 
Mayo forthe counties of Leitrim, Ros- 
common, Sligo, Mayo, Galway, Longford, 
and Westmeath, respectively, on 24th 
April last, and the number of such 
prisoners from these counties in custody 
in these prisons on Thursday last. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: On the 24th April 
there were five such prisoners in Sligo 
prison, of whom two were from Sligo, 
and \three from Roscommon. There 
were no persons in custody on that date 
from the other counties named, and 
none at all in custody on Thursday last. 


Mr. TULLY: May I asa matter of 
personal explanation say that I handed 
to the Clerk at the Table a large bundle 
of Questions, and they should have been 
on the Paper that day, but they are 
missing. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I understand the 
hon. Member selected Questions put 
down by other Members, and one 
Question the hon. Member put down in 
the name of another hon. Member. 
That hon. Member stated that he had 
never seen the Question, and gave no 
authority for it to be put down. 


Mr. TULLY: May I say respectfully, 
as a matter of personal explanation, that 
while I was in prison they pirated all 
my stuff about Sheridan? 


Royal Patriotic Commission. 
Mr. KEARLEY (Devonport): I beg 
to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether the Bill promised last session, 


dealing with the abolition of the Patriotic | 
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!Commission and the future administra- 
tion of the funds now controlled by the 
| Royal Patriotic Commissioners, will be 
‘introduced and proceeded with this 
| session, 


Questions. 


| Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I have to 
| express my great regret that the state of 
public business renders it practically 
impossible to deal with this matter 
during the present session. 


Mr. KEARLEY: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman introduce the Bill during 
the present session to see whether it was 
controversial or not? ‘There was a 
promise to bring it in this year. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: If the hon. 
Gentleman presses me I shall be prepared 
to introduce it this session, but | frankly 
say I have very little hope that I shall 
be able to proceed further with it. 


Voluntary School Trust Deeds Return. 

Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
dee): I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury why the promised copies of 
precedents of trust deeds of voluntary 
schools have not been laid upon the 


Table. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The Return to 
which the hon. Gentleman alludes has 
turned out to be an extremely volu- 
minous one; the printers have been at 
work on it night and day, and it will 
very soon be out of their hands. Of course 
the information is not Government in- 
formation ; we have had to collect it, as 
there are no official documents. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: What 
I asked for were the precedents of 
voluntary school trust deeds settled by 
the Education Department. ‘These 
necessarily are official. As faras I know 
there are only five or six, and I hope 
they may be furnished before we conclude 


the consideration of Clause 8 of the 
_ Education Bill. 
Sir HENRY FOWLER (Wolver- 


hampton, E.): Will the right hon. 
Gentleman supply copies of the deed ot 
the National Society, the deed which 
applies to the great bulk of the denomina- 
tional schools of England and Wales ? 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: There are a 
good many of them. 


Sir HENRY FOWLER: There is one 
model deed. It is contained in a very 
small pamphlet. I do not think there 
will be much discussion as to Roman 
Catholic or Wesleyan deeds, and I think 
for the purpose of our debates it will be 
sufficient to give us the deed which 
applies to the great majority of the de- 
nominational schools. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am afraid 
the matter is not so simple as the right 
hon. Gentleman seems to suppose, but I 
will do my best to give him information 
as soon as it is placed at my disposal. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : Surely 
it would be easy to reprint the trust 
deed of the National Society published in 
1864. There are only four pages of it, 
and it could be turned out by tomorrow. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Speaking 
without book, I should think a trust 
deed as old as 1864 would have had 
successors. I cannot promise more than 
that I will do my best. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 
Mr. BRYGE (Aberdeen, S.): What 
business does the right hon. Gentleman 
propose to take next week 2? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I propose dur- 
ing the early part of the week to take the 
Education Bill at all the Sittings of the 
House. 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
BILL. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee. 


(2.30.) [Mr. J. W. LowrHer (Cum- 
berland, Penrith) in the Chair. } 


‘THe CHAIRMAN ruled the first four 
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or five Amendments on the Paper out of | 


order, including one in the name of the 
hon. Member for the Rugby Division of 
Warwickshire, which he held did not 
constitute a condition of maintenance. 
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Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, S.): Could 
that not be dealt with in a separate sub- 
Section. 


*Tue CHAIRMAN: Not on this 
Clause. It should follow Clause 7. As 
to the Amendment of the hon. Member 
for the Elland Division of Yorkshire, 
the first part, that dealing with the use 
of the school for political meetings, is in 
order, but the second is not. 


Mr. TREVELYAN (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Elland) said he proposed if it were in 
order to insert after the word “use” 
the words “free of charge.” 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon 
Boroughs) pointed out, in regard to the 
hon. Gentleman’s Amendment, that its 
object was to safe-guard the managers— 
a very different point from that decided 
on the previous day, which dealt with 
the damage that might be done either 
by the local authority or by the managers. 
His hon. friend proposed that the persons 
who convened the meeting should pay the 
managers for any damage that might 
be done. 


Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean) suggested that it 
might be more convenient to deal with this 
point on an Amendment which he had 
further down on the Paper, empowering 
the local authority to make regulations. 


Mr. TREVELYAN said he thought 
he was quite in order in adding the words 
“free of charge,” and that being so, it 
seemed to him to be a necessary sequence 
that provisions should be made, as he 
proposed in the latter part of his Amend- 
ment, for payment to the trustees for 
any damage done, seeing that the use of 
the room was to be granted free. The 
most important part of his Amendment, 
however, was the proposal to allow meet- 
ings to be held in the school in connection 
with political, municipal, or local elections 
—to enable them to be held as of right 
in any school not provided by the local 
education authority. As the law at 
present stood, under the Local Govern- 
ment Act, 1894, it was provided that if 
there were no other place in the village, 
the school-room should be used free of 
charge, at all reasonable times, and after 
reasonable notice, for meetings for the pro- 
motion of the candidature of any person 
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for membership of the District or Parish 
Council. He now proposed to extend 
that provision to meetings in connection 
with Parliamentary and municipal elec- 
tions. In most cases, no doubt, managers 
of schools would be willing to give every 
reasonable facility for the holding of meet- 
ings, but there were a certain number cf 
cases, especially in county divisions, where 
the managers, no doubt out of rather 
stupid political motives, used their right to 
refuse the use of the school to political 
opponents. He thought everyone would 
agree that it was in the interests of the 
proper discussion of national as well as 
leeal politics that at al] reasonable times 
the school should be thrown open to all 
parties to hold their meetings. His 
Amendment was confined to granting the 
use of the school while elections were pro- 
ceeding, and, therefore, it was calculated 
to cause the minimum of hardship to the 
managers. Some, no doubt, might be 
occasionally inconvenienced by having 
to surrender the school on an evening on 
which it had been set apart for some 
festivity or other event. But if the 
concession were confined to periods 
when elections were actually in progress 
he was sure the hardship would not be 
at all considerable. There was further 
down on the Paper an Amendment in 
the name of the hon. Member for South 
Down which proposed that the school 
should be open at all times for political 
meetings. As far as he was concerned, 
he was quite ready to extend his proposal 
in that way, and he thought it might be 
done if the local authority or some 
superior body were given a supervising 
power to make regulations, so that no 
unreasonable demand should be made 
which would seriously injure the use of 
the school for educational purposes. 
But, as it stood, his Amendment only 
referred to times when a local or national 
election was taking place, and, in that 
form, he did not think it would cast any 
undue burden upon the managers to 
give this general right to the public. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘‘In page 3, after the words last inserted, 
to insert the words, ‘(f) The managers of the 
school shall allow any room in the school to be 
used, at any time when the school is not bein 
used for public education, for any meeting hel 
in connection with a political, municipal, or 
local election ; and if, by reason of such use of 


the room, any expenditure is incurred by the 


Mr. Trevedyan. 
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managers, or any damage is done to the room, 
or to any furniture or apparatus in the room, 
such expense or damage shall be reimbursed to 
the managers by the persons by whom, or on 
whose behalf,jthe meeting is convened.’ "—(My, 
Trevelyan.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


*Stir CHARLES DILKE said the words 
“free of charge” had played a most 
important part in connection with the 
history of that subject. That history 
was a most interesting one. He gathered 
that there was to be some opposition to 
the Amendment from the other side of 
the House, but he would like to point 
out that only a few years ago hon. 
Gentlemen opposite freely accepted a 
Government Bill to carry out this very 
object which was embodied in a Resolu- 
tion unanimously passed by the House 
of Commons. Certainly the words “ free 
of charge” were not included in that 
Resolution, but when the Conservative 
Government of 1892 brought in their 
Bill they inserted the words. There had 
been some suggestion that this subject 
was outside the scope of Public Elemen- 
tary Education Acts, but he would like 
to remind the Committee that the Bill 
to which he had referred was called the 
Public Elementary Schools Bill of 1892. 
Clause 3 of that Bill proposed to do 
exactly what his hon. triend’s Amend- 
ment suggested. A good many stipu- 
lations were put in, and if any importance 
were attached to them by hon. Members 
opposite he thought he might say on 
behalf of his hon. friend that he would 
be prepared to accept any which would 
safeguard the rights of the managers, if 
the Amendment were agreed to. _Person- 
ally, he thought it would be better to give 
the educational authority power to make 
regulations upon this subject. They 
would thus be able to avoid lengthened 
debates in the House upon the stipula- 
tions, and it certainly seemed to him by 
far the most satisfactory way of dealing 
with the subject. The present state ot 
the law in regard to this matter could not 
be justified at all. If the use of the 
schools “free of charge ” was allowed to 


/one party it certainly should not be re- 


fused to another party. Asa matter of 
fact, at present the school-room could be 
used “free of charge” for all meetings 
connected with the subject of allotments. 
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It was also open gratuitously for Parish 
and District Council elections, but there 
was no right to use it for municipal or 
Parliamentary elections. How could they 
possibly justify such a distinction? If 
stipulations were required they could put 
in one making use of the word “ reason- 
able,” and that would give an appeal to 
the Board of Education if anything im- 
proper were proposed. There were very 
considerable debates on this subject at 
the time of the passing of the Local Gov- 
ernment Act, and his right hon. friend the 
Member for East Wolverhampton would 
remember that at that time there was 
some disposition on the part of the Church 
party in that House, represented by the 
noble Lord who was now the Under 
Secretary for Foreign Affairs, to oppose 
the words “free of charge.” But their 
arguments were destroyed by the pre- 
cedent set in the Allotments Act of 1890, 
and the case for this Amendment was 
even stronger today than it had ever 
been before, because more assistance was 
leing given out of the rates to voluntary 
vhools than was atforded at the time at 
which the debates he referred to occurred. 
Surely it was monstrous that in, say, a 
mining community, where rooms were 
not very easily obtainable, men who were 
standing for election as members of Parish 
or District Councils should be able to 
obtain the use of the school-room “ free of 
charge,” while if they sought to obtain 
election to Borough or County Councils, 
or to Parliament, it was to be refused to 
them. 


Mr. A, J. BALFOUR said he did not 
approach this question from the point of 
view of abstract or theoretical right. 
Parliament had thought fit, as to volun- 


‘tary schools as well as to board schools, 


to say that they should be used free of 
charge for certain purposes. It was too 
late in the day to say—if ever it was 
proper to say it—that that was absolutely 
inadmissible. The question was really 
one of procedureanddegree. As regarded 
procedure, he thought it would be pre- 
posterous to make this regulation with 
regard to voluntary schools, unless it 
were also made with regard to board 
schools. This, however, was not the 
place to make such a regulation with 
regard to board schools, as the Clause 
only dealt with non-provided schools. 
Anything which the House did ought to 
be done on a general system. 
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sin HENRY FOWLER (Woiverhamp- 
ton, E.): The Act of 1893-94 applied to 
board schools. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR admitted that, 
but said that if they were going to extend 
it it must be done ina provisien which 
itself applied to board schools. 


* Srr CHARLES DILKE: The Govern- 
ment Bill of 1892 did not. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he had not 
the terms of the Bill with him, but he 
thought the general principle he had laid 
down should commend itself to common 
sense. As to the question of substance, 
he pointed out that there had been a 
change of circumstances since the adoption 
by Parliament of the policy which it was 
now asked should be extended. About 
ten years ago the voluntary schools were 
made available for certain purposes, but 
he did not suppose those purposes required 
much time or took away from the uses to 
which the managers desired to put the 
schools, except for an infinitesimal traction 
of the year. But if this extension were 
accorded, was it not manifest that the 
use of the schools would be largely im- 
pinged upon by the demands made upon 
managers of provided schools in connection 
with circumstances and events which 
might constantly repeat themselves? He 
left it to lawyers to determine how long 
before an election meetings were 
connected with an election. It was 
evident, however, that the scope of the 
Amendment was very large as regarded 
time. These extended demands, more- 
over, would be thrown on managers when 
the demands upon them for education 
purposes were augmented. An Amend- 
ment had been passed making it obliga- 
tory on the managers to give three nights 
of the week to education, outside the 
ordinary school hours. He thought, 
therefore, that to require that, on the 
demand of the education authority, they 
should give up their schools to every kind 
of political purpose would be taking too 
large a slice of the time at their disposal 
for their own purposes or for parochial 
purposes unconnected either with educa- 
tion or politics. In addition, such an 
arrangement might lead to considerable 
hardship. Supposing a General Election 
turned on this Bill, it seemed a little hard 
that meetings should be held in these 
schools for the purpose of destroying 








1203 Education 
them. Taking a general survey of these 
objections, he thought it better not to 
introduce the Amendment into the Bill. 


Sir HENRY FOWLER said he quite 
agreed with the right hon. Gentleman 
that they could not make this power 
applicable to one class of schools only. 
But he submitted that the words used in 
the Act of 1893-94, which provided for 
the use of the school-rooms receiving a 
grant out of moneys voted by Parlia- 
ment was intended to impose the liability 
upon all schools alike. The right hon. 
Gentleman had put forward objections, 
one of time and one of substance. As to 
the first, when the Corrupt Practices 
Act was passed the extraordinary words 
‘before, during, or after” were intro 
duced, and some hon. Members asked 
“Will that cover both time and eternity ?” 
Practically he believed it was accepted 
that the Act referred to came into force 
as soon asthe writ was issued for the 
election of a Member of Parliament, and 
he did not think that any gentleman 
who this year or next incurred expenses 
in holding public meetings on behalf of 
his candidature for the next General 
Election would be required to include 
those expenses in his election return. It 
could not be suggested, therefore, that 
that particular objection put forward by 
the right hon. Gentleman was a very 
strong one. Then there was the objec- 
tion of substance, the suggestion that 
too much time would be taken out of 
the period left to managers when the 
school could be used for parochial and 
other purposes. Already three nights of 
the week were set apart for education, 
outside the ordinary school hours, and 
the right hon. Gentleman seemed to 
think that the present Amendment would 
take too great a slice out of the remaining 
period. But was he prepared to say that 
no political meetings in connection with 
Parliamentary elections should be held 
in the school at all? They had heard a 
good deal said about the exercise of 
common sense by managers, but in the 
past the common sense exhibited had 
been to allow the use of the schools for 
these meetings to one political party and 
to refuse it to the other. In passing he 
might remark that in the Amendment 
there was a misprint and that the word 
‘* Parliamentary ” should be substituted 


Mr. A. J. Balfour, 
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for ‘‘ political.” Was it proper, was it 
just, or was it right that on Monday 
evening there should be a political meet- 
ing held in support of Mr. A., who was 
to have the advantage of the room for 
the shelter of his auditors, while on the 
following evening, if Mr. B. desired to 
address his supporters, he was to be com- 
pelled to do so in the open, however in- 
clement the weather might be. With 
regard to the suggestion that the adoption 
of the Amendment might cause interfer- 
ence with the educational work of the 
school he would suggest that that couid be 
met by the insertion of some stipulations, 
but at any rate it must be made clear 
that if the use of the room was allowed 
to one side the other side should have 
an equal right to it. 


(2.58.) Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE regretted 
that the Prime Minister had taken a rather 
illiberal view of the Amendment. On the 
question of procedure, his objection could 
easily be met by providing that the rule 
applicable to voluntary schools should be 
equally applicable to board schools, for 
he quite agreed that if the managers of 
voluntary schools were to be compelled 
by the Bill to throw open their school 
rooms for political meetings, board school 
rooms should be equally granted for the 
purpose ; the same indulgence must he 
extended all round. It was_ perfectly 
true that his hon. friend might bring 
in his Amendment in the form of 
a new Clause at the end of the Bill; 
but they did not know what was 
going to happen, and they were bound to 
take the discussion when and where they 
could. It must be remembered that the 
situation had changed since 1893, that 
the demands for the use of the voluntary 
schools were greater than then, though it 
should also be remembered that the 
public subsidies to these schools were at 


present greater. He knew that an 
Amendment had been adopted _ the 


previous evening which gave the county 
authority the use of the schools for three 
nights a week for evening schools. His 
hon. friend the Member for North Camber- 
well had, however, shown that that was no 
great boon, for in less than 2,000 out ol 
the 14,000 voluntary schools in the 
country were evening schools carried on. 
In fact in 12,000 schools no meeting was 
held in any one night of the week except, 
perhaps, on Sunday. His other point was 
that the use of the school was only to 
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1205 Education 
be given in connection with a candidature. 
He agreed with the Prime Minister that 
the moment a man became a candidate, 
although no election was imminent, the 
Corrupt Practices Act came into opera- 
tion. But the Prime Minister talked as 
if political meetings were held by both 
sides twice a week. Why, a circus came 
round to these rural districts much 
oftener, and the result was that the 
agricultural labourers ran tu these politi- 
cal meetings. He asked hon. Gentlemen 
opposite how often they went down to 
address their constituents. A Member of 
Parliament who went down once a week 
launghter|—he meant once a year—re- 
garded himself as a martyr. The Prime 
Minister talked as if these political 
meetings were to be held once a week, 
and that hon. Members became quite 
exhausted at the end of the vacation 
and took their holidays in the House of 
Commons. These political meetings were 
very rarely held, and he put it that 
there was really an educational purpose 
in them after all. {Laughter.] He did 
not'mean merely Liberal meetings—that 
went without saying. But the conflict 
of meetings of men on both sides eluci- 
dating political questions—(he would not 
object even to his friends of the Liberal 
League addressing the meetings so long 
as they discussed anything connected with 
the Government of the country)—would 
serve as a good sound political purpose. 
From that point of view, therefore, the 
Prime Minister ought to encourage such 
meetings. The right hon. Gentleman had 
said that it would be carrying the thing 
too far if they were to lend Church 
schools, built by Church money, for the 
purpose of advocating the destruction of 
those schools. But if it was Church money 
that had built the schools, it would now 
be Nonconformist furniture that was in 
the schools. In his own constituency 
four-fifths of the ratepayers were Non- 
conformists, and in the event of a row it 
would be their furniture that would 
suffer, and not the schools. The Prime 
Minister said it was going too far to say 
that a voluntary school should ring with 
the doctrines of Nonconformists, but it 
was much worse that the Nonconformist 
desk should be pounded by an Anglican 
orator in denunciation of Nonconformist 
heretics. Of course it was only fair that 
arent should be paid for the use of the 
schools. The proposition of the Amend- 
ment was not so alarming, and he trusted 





{30 OcTroBbeR 1902} 


Bill. 


that vue Prime Minister would reconsider 
his decision and permit meetings to be 
held in the schools subject to regulations 
approved of by the Secretary to the 
Education Department, wha would see 
that everything that was fair to the 
Church would be done. 
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*Smr FRANCIS POWELL (Wigan) 
said he hoped his right hon. friend the 
Member for Wolverhampton would pardon 
him for saying that it was not fair to the 
managers of the voluntary schools to 
allege they refused the use of their 
schools to one political party and gave it 
to another. His connection with volun- 
tary schools extended over a considerable 
part of Yorkshire and Lancashire, and he 
maintained that any manager, or group of 
managers, would be denounced by the 
whole community if they did so. He 
believed that the cases where the use of 
the schools had been refused were exceed 
ingly rare, if they existed atall. His next 
point was thatafter the grant of the use of the 
schools for evening schools for three days 
in the week, scant time would be afforded 
to the managers for using the schools for 
the purpose to which they had been dedi- 
eated. Eveninhisown parish, without this 
restrict on, there was difficulty in obtain- 
ing the use of the schools for any 
additional purpose; and if further re- 
strictions were imposed the working of 
the trust-deeds under which these 
schools were conducted would be seriously 
hampered and prejudiced. In the Act 
of 1893-94 it was laid down that there was 
not to be any interterence with the 
school hours of the voluntary schools, 
or of any evening school, but he found 
no reference to that in the Amendment 
of his right hon. friend. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE said that hon. 
Members on both sides were prepared to 
aecept an Amendment to the Amend- 
ment in the sense of the Act of 1893-4. 


*Sir FRANCIS POWELL said that in 
the Act of 1893-94 there were some pro- 
visions which would tend to mitigate the 
severity of the application of the rule in 
the proposed Amendment. Speaking for 
himself, on behalf of the voluntary 
schools he could not accept the Amend- 
ment as it stood. 
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Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower 
Hamlets, Poplar) was rather astonished 
at the statement of the hon. Baronet 
that the voluntary schools were so 
much in use in the evenings. Even 
after granting them for the purposes of 
evening schools three days a week, that 
only amounted to 150 days in the year. 
A Parliamentary election came, on the 
average, only once in five years, and 
that meant two meetings. Municipal 
elections were held once in three years, 
and that meant one meeting, or at most 


two. He thought that under these 
circumstances the contention of the 


hon. Gentleman opposite must fall to the 
ground. 


Mr. HENRY HOBHOUSE (Somer- 
setshire, E.) said that when a pro- 
position of this sort had been brought 
before the House he had _ always 
supported it. He thought that the 
use of the school should not be given 
to one party and refused to the other. 
But regard must be had to the fact that 
so many nights in the week were now 
to be given for the evening schools; and 
the rights of the voluntary school 
managers in the remaining nights ought 
to be safe-guarded. He thought that the 
words “in connection with ” were much 
too vague, and that the right to use the 
schools should be confined to cases 
where no other room was obtainable. 


Sir EDWARD GREY (Northumber- 
land, Berwick) submitted that there 
was a general agreement that something 
should be dune in the direction proposed 
by the Amendment, if not at this point 
in another part of the Bill. He entirely 
agreed with the Prime Minister as to 
the undesirability of running the risk 
of using the school buildings for other 
than educational purposes, and he, for 
one, would insist that regulations to 
that effect should be framed. But that 
duty should be left to the local educa- 
tion authority, as it would be somewhat 
invidious to place it on the managers. 


In the interests of compromise he 
thought the right hon. Gentleman 


should consent to grant that advantage 
to political candidates. He thought no 
real harm would be done by that 
Would it not be hard lines on the 
local authority if their views could not 
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be advocated in the schools for which 
they paid? In the villages, at all 
events, these political meetings were 
really educational. They occurred 
rarely, and the people were really 
interested in them, as they afforded 
the only chance to the villagers of 
hearing political arguments. He 
thought they should not look upon 
the school buildings as still retaining 
their private character. Whatever that 
might be under the trust deeds, they 
must now come into existence for 
public purposes, and where the schools 
were the only premises available, it was 
only right and fair that they should 
be available for public purposes. He 
himself admitted that he had never 
had any difficulty in holding meetings 
in his constituency; but an incident did 
occur at one ot his elections which 
made him think that he owed the free 
use of the voluntary schools in_ his 
constituency to his political opponent. 
On that occasion the use of a school. 
room \as refused to him, but the school 
was afterwards made available for him 
through the representations of his 
political opponent ; and the spirit which 


his opponent had then infused had 
governed the matter ever since. He 


made an appeal to the First Lord of 
the Treasury whether there was not 
an almost general agreement which 
would justify him in accepting the 
Amendment. 


*Mr. JAMES HOPE (Sheffield, Bright- 


side) said he desired to oppose the 
Amendment very strongly. It would 


very much interfere with the work of 
the schools at the very period of the year 
when time was most needed. Municipal 
elections were generally held in the 
autumn, and if the schools were to be 
used for election purposes, the whole 
winter session of classes organised by 
the managers might be interfered with. 
He opposed the Amendment also on 
a broader ground. He saw in it the 
thin end of the wedge. Hon. Members 
opposite were trying to make elections 
cheaper at other people’s expense. They 
advocated that returning officers’ fees 
should be paid by the public; and he 
regarded the Amendment as an attempt 
to enable candidates to hold their 
meetings at the expense of other people. 
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That was a very dangerous tendency. 
If gentlemen sought a seat in this 
House, they ought to be willing to 
bear the expense attaching to it. 


Mr NUSSEY (Pontefract) said he 
regretted that the First Lord of the 
Treasury could not see his way to comply 
with what was a general request on both 
sides of the House. He thought that he 
would not overstate the case when he 
said there were 8,000 parishes in the 
country where hon. Members could hold 
meetings only on sufferance. They had 
to go, cap in hand, to ask the managers 
whether they would be good enough to 
allow them to express their political views 
in the schools, although the schools were 
paid for by the ratepayers’ money. The 
first objection of the Prime Minister was 
that the proposal did not extend to board 
schools. He would have been very glad 
if the proposal were extended to board 
as well as to voluntary schools, so that 
these schools would have been open for 
legitimate discussion to responsible 
persons such as candidates at the County 
Council, municipal or Parliamentary elec- 
tions. The second objection of the Prime 
Minister was that the meetings would 
take up too much time, but he could 
assure the right hon. Gentleman that in 
the country meetings did not take much 
time. He lived ina constituency which 
was represented by an hon. Member 
opposite who, with the exception of a 
meeting he addressed last summer, had 
not held a meeting in the constituency 
for four or five years. It was an anomaly 
that the schools should not be allowed to 
be used for local purposes, and that a 
certain number of hon. Members, most of 
them sitting on one side of the House, 
should be debarred from discussing 
matters involving great national interests. 
The schools themselves would have a most 
direct interest in the County Council elee- 
tions, and what could be more fitting than 
that the County Council candidates who, 
when elected, would form the local education 
authority,should have free use of theschools. 
[t was quite right that a code of regulations 
should be inserted to prevent the right 
heing abused. The hon. Member for 
the Brightside Division of Sheffield said 
the schools would be used at the very 
time they would be most wanted for 
educational purposes. He did not think 
that would he so, as ordinary elections 
in the country took place in March. If 
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the Amendment were accepted, it would 
make matters fair all round. If not, the 
use of the schools should be prohibited 
to both parties. That would remove 
part of the grievance of which they 
complained. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he was 
quite prepared to admit that in the speech 
he made half an hour ago, he might have 
laid too much stress on the actual number 
of hours that would be employed in 
election meetings. He might have ex- 
aggerated that aspect of the case, though 
he was sure he did not exaggerate the 
fear which an Amendment of that kind 
would excite in the bosoms of the 
managers of voluntary schools, who had 
just had three evenings a week cut off 
the time in which they could use the 
schools. He did not rise to express his 
views ina modified form, but to appeal 
to the Committee as to whether it would 
be wise to introduce, in a Bill of this 
kind, a topie which, as the right hon. 
Gentleman himself observed, had formed a 
great part ofa Bill introduced a//ociin 1892. 
He had looked at the Bill and could assure 
the Committee that the Clause which 
dealt with the question was the principal 
Clause in the Bill, and extended over 
more than a page of the inconvenient 
size on which they printed their Bills. 
He did not think they could really include 
a topic like that in a Bill which, whether 
it was a good or a bad Bill, did not deal 
with the question at all, except merely 
parenthetically. Even if they embarked 
upon it, they could not take the Amend- 
ment of the hon. Gentleman as their point 
of departure. If for no other reason, he 
objected to the Amendment on the ground 
-—and he thought the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for East Wolverhampton 
agreed with him—that it was confined 
to the voluntary schools; and in 
the place in which it appeared, it must 
necessarily be confined to the volun- 
tary schools. Any treatment of the 
subject should be general; and all the 
safeguards to be introduced should be 
considered by this House in a manner 
in which they could not be considered 
on that occasion. He imagined it would 
be in order to introduce a new Clause, 
practically repeating the Clause in his 
right hon. friend’s Bill of 1892: and if 
the House had ample time to consider 
it, they might knock it into some shape, 
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which would not make it unjust to the 
voluntary schools. But in the present 
condition of the discussion of the Bill, it 
would be folly to make a promise that he 
would ask the Committee to find time 
for discussing a parenthesis, which was 
altogether outside the real topic dealt 
with in the Bill. He was not saying 
that a provision of the kind proposed, 
made universal, could not be so safe- 
guarded as to make it a reasonable and 
proper addition to the Statute-book ; but 
he ventured to suggest that it should 
be iniroduced as a separate Bill, and at 
a time when the House would have an 
opportunity of discussing it. 


Mr. BRYCE said he thought he was 
right in saying that the right hon. Gentle- 
man had practically admitted that the 
queston was one which ought to be dealt 
with. Theright hon. Gentleman’s conten- 
tion was that it should be dealt with in a 
separate Bill. Twenty-two years ago that 
might have been areasonable argument ; 
but, nowadays, when a private Member's 
Bill which was opposed had really no 
chance of passing, the right hon. Gentle- 
man might just as well have given a blank 
refusal as to tell them to bring in a 
private Member's Bill on the subject. 
Why did not the right hon. Gentleman 
himself bring in a Bill? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he did not 
exclude the possibility of the Government 
dealing with the subject; and he care- 
fully abstained from giving or withhold- 
ing any pledge. What he said was that 
it was quite clear that it could not 
wisely or possibly be introduced at that 
stage into the present Bill. 


Mr. BRYCE said he thought he was 
right in saying that the House passed a 
unanimous Resolution in favour of the 
proposal in the Amendment. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said the Govern- 
ment of which he was a member went 
Out of office in 1892. 


Mr. BRYCE said that that side of the 
llouse was in office for less than three 
years, Whereas the Government were in 
office for more than eight years; and 
if there was any desire on the part of the 
Government to redeem their promise, 
they had more than twice the opportunity 
the Opposition had had. 


Mr. A. J. Bulfour, 


{COMMONS} 


The right hon. | 
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Gentleman must feel that he could not 
relegate to the dim, distant, and uncertain 
future a matter which could besoproperly 
dealt with in the present Bill, and for this 
reason. The Bili made these schools the 
property of the ratepayers for educational 
purposes ; it gave them a full right to use 
the schools for educational purposes. It 
changed the character of these schools by 
giving them assistance out of the rates, 
and made them public in a way in which 
they were not public previously. Surely, 
then, it was only right that the public 
should be allowed to meet in them and 
discuss public matters. It was not a 
grievance which affected municipalities 
so much as villages, because in the towns 
the Board school-rooms were invariably 
larger, but it wasa very great grievance 
in the villages of this country, for the 
reason that the village school very often 
was the only place in which a meeting 
could be held. He could nor help, even 
at this late stage, making one last appeal 
to the right hon. Gentleman to agree 
now to a modified form of this Amend- 
ment and settle the question. 
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Mr. COURTENAY WARNER (Stai- 
fordshire, Lichfield) said the importance 
of the question had been shown by the 
arguments used against it. Years alter 
the passing of the original Act, the Hous 
of Commons had to passa special Act to 
rectify an omission in that Act, and that 
was a reason surely for not perpetuating 
the omission in this Act. The grievance. 
though not perhaps so apparent, was 
very real. Most hon. Members had felt 
the difficulty at election times of getting 
the use of a school-room for election pur- 
poses on a particular evening. He had 
experienced the difficulty both of giving 
and obtaining the use of a schoolroom 
for political meetings. In most cases, it 
was true, the managers let the schools 
to both sides, but not often for the same 
sum, and it was, he submitted, not fair. 
for the managers ought not to be allowed 
to charge one side more than the other. 
The Committee would be willing to accept 
a modified Clause in the Act. Let the 
Government put four lines in the Act. 
and leave it to the Education Depart- 
ment to make any recommendation 
they liked. The Department surely could 
put in a condition that would prevent 
any injury being done to the schools. 
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Question be now put.” 


The Committee divided:—Ayes, 187 ; 


Age-Gardner, James Tynte 
\llhusen, Augustus Hnry Eden 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arehdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold- Forster, Hugh 0. 
Arrol, Sir William 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
viiley, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balearres, Lord 
Baldwin, Alfred 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J. (Mianch’r 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W (Lee ts 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christeh. 
Bartley, George C, T. 
suthurst.Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bentinek, Lord Heary C, 
Bienold, Arthar 
slandell, Colonel Heary 
yond, Edward 
Bmlnois, Edmund 
dowles T. Gibson( Kin g’sLynn) 
Brodick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brooktield, Colonel Montagu 
Beotherton, Elward Allea 
Cunpbell, Rt. Ho. J. A(Glasgow 
Curew, James Lanrence 
Carlile, William Walter 
Curvill. Patrick Geo. Hamilton 
favendish, R. BF. (N. anes.) 
wendish, V.C.W.( Derbyshire 
‘seil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
vunberlain, Rt. Hon.J.( Birm. 
vunberlain, RtHnJ.A( Wore. 
ve, Captain Perey A. 
othrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
‘slomb,SirJohn Charles Ready 
‘yIston,Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
x. Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
‘ross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley- 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxtord Sir William Theodore 
Durning-Lawrenee, Sir Edwin 


Dyke. Ro. Hon. Sir William Hart 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Faber, George Denison (York) 


F irde ‘ll, Sir a George 

Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 

Fers gusson. Rt HnSirJ(Maneh’r 
‘Iden, Edward Brocklehurst 

Fine! 1, George H. 

‘i ilay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 

sher, William Hayes 
itzGerald Sir Robert Penrose- 


zroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
fannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 


wer, Ernest 

ter, Henry William 
roster, PhilipS(Warwick,S. W, 
CNITIL. 


> VOI 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR rose in 
his place, and claimed to move, “ That the 
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Noes, 85. 


AYES. 


Galloway, William Johnson 
Gibbs, Hon. Vieary(St. Albans) 
Godson,Sir Augustus Frederick 
Gore, HaG.R.C. Ormsby-(Salop 
Goschen, Hon. Gorge Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 

Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
GreeneSirE W(B rySEdm’nds 
Greene, W. Rayimond-(Cambs) 
Gretton, Joba 


Greville, Hon. Ronald 


— James Grimble 
Guast, Hoa. [vor Churchill 
Grunter, Sir Robert 


Hain, E tevard 

Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hamiiton,RtHuLordG( Midd’ x 
Hardy, Laurenea( Kent, Ashfrd 
Harris, Fre lerick Laverton 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 
Higginbottom, S. W. 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hobhonse, Heary (Somerset, E. 
Hope.J F(Shetheld, Brightside 
Houl isworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 

How wird, John( Kent, Faversh’m 
Hozier.Hon. JamesHenry Cecil 
Jebo, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Johnstone, Heywood 

Kemp, George 

Kennaw: oF Rt Hon. Sir John H. 
Kennedy. Patrick James 
Kenyon, Hon. Gao. T. (Denbigh) 
Kimber, Heary 

Knowles, Lees 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Win. F. (Liverpool) 
Lee, ArtharH.( Hants, Fareham 
Legse, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Benue:t, Heary Currie 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Lonyg,Col. Charles W.( Evesham 
Long, Rt. Ha. Walter( Bristol, S 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lueas, Reginald J. (Portsmouth 
Macartney. Rt Hn. W.G. Ellison 
Maedona, Joho Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
MI ver,SirLewis( EdlinburghW 
M-Killop, James (Stirlingshire 


Majendie, James A. H. 
Manners, Lord Cecil 
Middlemore, John Throgmort’n 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
More, Robt. Jasper (Shropshire) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, Arthur *. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 

ae 
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Question put, “That the Question. 
‘That those words be there inserted,’ 
be now put.” 


(Division List, No. 442.) 


Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray,Rt Hn AGraham(Bute 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Sir Gilbert 

Pease, Herbert Pike(Darlingt n 
Pemberton, John S. G. 

Perey, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 
Platc-Higgins, Fre lerick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Parvis, Robert 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederie Carne 
Ratelitf, R. F. 

Remnant, James Farquharson 
Richards, Henry Charles 
Ridley, Hon. ML W(Stalvbridze 
Roberts, Samuel (Shettield) 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
Seely,Maj.J E. B(fsle of Wight 
Seton-Karr, Henry 

Sharpe, William Edward T 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East) 
Smith,H C( North’ mb.Tyneside 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stewart,Sir Mark J. M’Tageart 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt Hn...G.(Oxfd Univ. 
Thompson, DrEC( Monagh'n, N 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Tollemache, Henry — 
Tomlinson, Sir Win. Exlw. M. 
Tritton, Charles ew 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 
Walrond, Rt. Ha.SirWilliamH. 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C. E(Taunt’n 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Rt HoJ Powell-( Birm 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lor 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R. 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (Yorks. 
Wortley,Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 


Wyndham, Rt. Hon. Georze 
Younger, William 
TeLLERS FOR THE AYES 


Sir Alexander Aci: 


Hood and Mr. 


ini- 
Anstruther. 
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Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Allan,Sir William (Gateshead) 
Allen,CharlesP. (Gloue.,Stroud 

Asbton, Thomas Gair 

Barlow, John Emmott 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
srige, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Cawley, Frederick 

Channing Francis Allston 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigau 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dunean, J. Hastings 
Edwards, Frank 

Emmott, Alfred 

Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grant, Corrie 

Grey,Rt. Hon. Sir E. (Berwick) 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 

Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 


(3.51.) 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Allan, Sir William (Gateshead) 
Allen.Charles P.(Gloue.,Stroud 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 

Barlow, John Emmott 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B, 
Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caine, Wiiliam Sproston 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M. Vaughan-( Cardigan) 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Duncan, J. Hastings 
Edwards, Frarik 

Emmott, Alfred 

Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Goddard Daniei Ford 

Grant, Corrie 

Grey, Rt. Hon. Sir E.{ Berwick) 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 


Question put accordingly. 


‘COMMONS} 
NOES. 


Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Joicey, Sir James 

Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kinloch,SirJohnGeorge Smyth 
Labouchere, Henry 

Lambert, George 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leng, Sir John 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Logan, John William 
Manstield, Horace Rendall 
Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mather, Sir William 
Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Norton, Captain Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Palmer,SirCbarlesM. (Durham 
Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 
Philipps, John Wynford 

Price, Robert John 

Rea, Russell 

Reekitt, Harold James 


Noes, 189. 


AYES. 


Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset, E. ) 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hutton, Altred E. : Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Joicey, Sir James 

Kearley, Hudson E. 


Kinloch,SirJohnGeorgeSmyth | 
| Labouchere, Henry 


Lambert, George 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leng, Sir John 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Logan, John Wiliam 

Lough, Thomas 

Mansiield, Horace Rendall 
Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mather, Sir William 

Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Palmer,Sir CharlesM.(Durham 
Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 

Pease, HerbertPike( Darlington 
Philipps, John Wynford 

Price, Robert John 

Rea, Russell 

Reckitt, Harold James 
Rickett, J. Compton 


The Committee divided :- 
(Division List, No. 443.) 
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Rickett, J. Compton 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs. } 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee 
Schwann, Charles E. 

| Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shipman, Dr. John G, 
Sloan, Thomas Henry 
Soames, Arthur Welesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 
Spencer, Rt Hn. CR. (Northants 
Stevenson, Francis 8. 
Strachey; Sir Edward 
Thomas, A bel (Carmarthen, !., 
Thomas, F. Freeman-(Hastines 
Themas,J A(Glamorgan.Gow er 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W. it) 
Tomkinson, James 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Wallace, Robert 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T 
Weir, James Galloway 
White, Luke (York, E. R. 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR ‘THE NOES 
Mr. Herbert Gladstone 
and Mr. Causton. 


Ayes, i} a 


Roberts, John H. (Denbighs. 
Robertson, Edmund (Duncec 
Runciman, Walter 
| Schwann, Charles E. 
| Shackleton, David James 
| Shaw, Charles Edw. (Statiord 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sloan, Thomas Henry 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 
Spear, John Ward 
Spencer, Rt Hn.C.R.( Northants 
Stevenson, Francis 8S. 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Thomas, ALel (Carmarthen, F. 
Thomas, I’. Freeman-( Hastings 
Thomas,J A(Glamorgan,Gowu 
| Thomson, F. W. (York, W. R. 
| Tomkinson, James 
| Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
| Wallace, Robert 
| Warner, Thomas Courtenay 1 
| Weir, James Galloway 
| White, Luke (York, E. R. 
| Whitley, J. H, (Halifax) 
Williams, Osmond (Merionet!: 
| Yoxall, James Henry . 


TELLERS FOR THE Ayrs- 
Mr. Herbert Gladstone 
and Mr. Causton. 


| 
| 
| 
| 
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Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Aird, Sir John 
Allhusen, Augustus H’nry Eden 
Anson, Sir W'lliam Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Rain, Colonel James Robert 
Balcarres, Lord 
Baldwin, Alfred 
Balfour, Rt.Hon.A.J.(Manch’r 
Baltour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt. HnGeraldW.(Leeds 
Balfour, wesatia R. (Christch. 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 
Boulnois, Edmund 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon, St. John 
Brooktield, Colonel Montagu 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Campbell, Rt. Hn.J.A.(Glasgow 
Carew, James Laurence 
Carlile, William Walter 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbyshire 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt.Hon.J.( Birm. 
Chamberlain, Rt. HnJ.A( Wore. 
Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Colomb,SirJohn Charles Ready 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley- 
Jickinson, Robert Edmond 
ae Bega cage fag 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxtor 1, Sir William Theodore 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke,Rt.Hon.Sir WilliamHart 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W.) 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJ.iMane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Fineh, George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald,Sir Robert Penrose- 
Fitzroy,Hon. Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher. Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Flower, Ernest 
Forster, Henry William 


*THr CHAIRMAN: 


The rest of | 


{30 OCTOBER 1902} 


NOES. 


Foster, Philip S.(Warwick,S.W. | 


Galloway, William Johnson 
Gibbs, Hon. Vicary (St. Albans 
oe Sir AugustusFrederick 


Gore, HnG.R.C. Ormsby-(Salop | 


Till 1218 


Murray,RtHn.A Graham(Bute 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 


Goschen, — George Joachim | Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 


Gouk ling, Edward Alfr ed 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 


| Parker, Sir Gilbert 
Pemberton, John S. G. 
Perey, Earl 


Greene, Sir EW(B’rySEdm’nds | | Pierpoint, Robert 


Greene, W.Raymond-(Cambs. ) 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Groves, James Grimble 

Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Gunter, Sir Robert 

Hain, Edward 

Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hamilton, Rt Hn LordG( Midd’x 


| Hardy,Laurence( Kent, Ashf’rd 


Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 
Henderson, Sir Alexander 
Higginbottom, S. W. 
Hoare, Sir Samuel 
Hope, J. F.(Shetfield, Brightside 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Houit, Joseph 
Howard,John(Kent,Faversh’m 
Hozier, Hon. James HenryCecil 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jetfreys, Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred. 
Johnstone, Heywood 
Kennaway, Rt. Hn. Sir JohnH. 
Kennedy, Patrick James 
Kenyon, Hon.Geo.T.( Denbigh) 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W. (Salop. 
Kimber, Henry 
Knowles, Lees 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lee, Arthur H.(Hants,Fareham 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col.CharlesW.(Evesham) 
Long,Rt. Hn. Walter( Bristol,S.) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Reginald J. (Portsmouth 
Macartney, Rt. Hn.W.G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
M‘Iver,Sir Lewis( Edinburgh W 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Manners, Lord Cecil 
Middlemore,JohnThrogmort’n 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
More,Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount,William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 


| Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
| Pinmemer, Walter R. 


| Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 


Pretyman, Ernest George 


| Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 


Purvis, Robert 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Ratcliff, R. F. 

Remnant, James Farquharson 
Richards, Henry Charles 
Ridley, Hoa.M.W. (Stalybridge) 
Ridley,S.Forde( Bethnal Green) 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford- 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
Seely,Maj.J.E. B.(Isleof Wight) 
Seton-Karr, Henry 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East) 
Smith,H.C( North’ mb. Tyneside 
Stanley, Lord (Lances.) 
Stewart,Sir Mark J.M‘Taggart 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot,Rt.Hn.J.G.(Oxf'dUniv. 
Thompson, Dr EC(Monagh’n,N 
Thorburn, Sir “alter 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 

Walrond, Rt. Hn.Sir WilliamH. 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 

Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C. E.(Taunton 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams,RtH nJ Powell-( Birm. 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R.) 
Wilson-lTodd, Wm. H. (Yorks.) 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C.B. Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 
Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hoodand Mr. Anstruther. 


Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax) agreed that 


the Amendments on pages 14, 15 and! the first part of his Amendment on page 
14 was out of order, but he submitted 


16 are not in order. 


2X2 








1 2 19 Education 


{COMMONS} 





Bill. 1220 


that he might be in orderin moving the | understood the question is to be dealt 


‘asettion of the words— 


‘At any meeting the presence of at least 
ime shall be required to form a quorum.’ 


*Tue CHAIRMAN: The question as 
managers has 
already been dealt with in Clause 7. The 
next Amendment which is 
that of the hon. and learned Member for 


to the number of the 


Dundee. 


Mr. EDMUND 
(Dundee) : 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Aird, Sir John 
Allhusen, Augustus H’nry Eden 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh 0. 
Arrol, Sir William 
Atkivson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balearres, Lord 
Baldwin, Alfred 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. Bb. (Hornsey) 
salfour, Rt Hn Gerald W(Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownagyree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 
Bond, Edward 
Boulnois, Edmund 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brooktield, Colonel Montagu 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Campbell, RtHn.J. A.(Glasgow 
‘arew, James Laurence 
‘arlile, William Walter 
‘arvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton 
‘avendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
‘avendish, V.C.W. (Derbyshire 
‘ayzer, Sir Charles William 
‘veil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
‘~hamberlain. Rt. Hon.J.(Birm. 
‘hamberlain, Rt HnJ.A.( Wore. 
‘live, Captain Perey A. 
‘ochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
‘oddington, Sir William 
‘olston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
‘ox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cripps. Charles Altre d 
Cross, Herb. She phe rd (Bolton 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley- 
Denny, Colonel 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Digby, John K. D. Wingtield- 
anes hae ag gy Wy ong 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akeis- 
Doxitord. Sir William Theodore 


Mr, I] hitley. 


ZFQOOCCOCOMOANAS. 


ROBERTSON | 


I do not move now, because I | Noes 86. 


(4.3.) Mr. 


word “ If,” 





in order is Question 


put, “That the 
‘That the word “ If,” 


with in another part of the Bill. 


A. J. BALFOUR claimed 
to move, “ That the Question ‘That the 
in line 25, stand part of the 
Clause’ be now put :”’— 


(Juestion 
in line 25, stand 


| part of the Clause’ be now put.” 


| 


AYES. 


Durning- Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. Hn. Sir William Hart 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants. Ww .) 
Faber, George a (York) 
Fardell, Sir Tr, reorge 
Fellowes, Hon. poem Edward 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJ (Mane’r 
Fielden, Edwara Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Rovert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald, SirRobert Penrose- 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, PhilipS.(Warwick,S. W 
Galloway, Wilham Johnson 
Gibbs, Hon. Vieary (St. Albans) 
Godson, Sir Augustus Frederick 
Gore, HnG. B.C. Onnsby-(Salop 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 

Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, Sir EW (BrySEdm/’nds 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W, Raymond-(Cambs. ) 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 
roves, James Grimble 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Gunter, Sir Robert 

Hain, Edward 

Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hamilton, Rt Hn LordG(Midd’x 
Hardy, Laurence( Kent, Ashfrd 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Sir Alexander 
Higginhottom, a. 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 
Holhouse, Henry (Somerset, FE. 
Hope J.P. (Shettield, Brightside 
Houldsworth, Sir Win. Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 

Houston, Kolert Paterson 
Howard,Jolin( Nent,Faversh’m 


The Committee divided ; 
(Division List No. 444.) 


Aves 211, 


Howard,J. (Midd., Tottenham) 
Hozier, Hon. James HenryCecil 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Johnstone, Heywood 

Kemp, George 
Kennaway, Kt. Hon. SirJohnH. 
Kennedy, Patrick James 
Kenyon, Hon.Geo. T. (Denbigh) 
Kenyon Slaney,Col. W.(Salop. 
Kimber, Henry 

Knowles, Lees 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lee, ArthurH.( Hants, Fareham 
Legye, Col. Hon. Heneaye 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Loder, Gerald Walter Frskine 
Long,Col.CharlesW.( Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter (Bristol,S 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, Reginald. (Portsmouth 
Macartney, RtHn. W.G. Ellison 
Macdona, John C umming 
Maclver, David (Live rpool) 
M‘Iver,SirLewis( EdinburghW 
M‘Killop,J: anne (Stirlingshire) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Manners, Lord Cecil 
Middlemore,J ohn Throgmort’n 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morrell, George Herlert 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mow!ray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, “htHn: A. Graham( Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath 
Myers, William’ He mnry 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninia in 

Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Sir Gilhert 

Pease, Herbert Pike( Darlingt’n 
Peniberton, John S. G, 

Perey, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higeins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest (;eorge 
Pryce-Jones, Lt. -( Edward 
Purvis, Robert 








api anil am ta iientiont oon een 8 ee ee 
we ns ee as ew ee Uw ww ee Oe ew ee oO 


iD 





ba 
Ba 








1221 Education 
Rankin, Sir James 
Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
fateliff, R. F 
Rattigan, Sir William Henry 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Richards, Henry Charles 
Ridley, Hn. M.W. (Stalybridge 
Ridley,S. Forde(Bethnal Green | 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheftield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Samuel, Harry 8. (Limehouse) 
S-ely,Maj.J.E. B. ([sleof Wight 
S-ton-Karr, Henry 
Sharpe. William Edward T. 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East) 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Allan, Sir William (Gateshead 
Allen,Charles P.(Gloue.,Stro'd 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 

Barlow, John Emmott 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
srige, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Svdney Charles 

‘aine, William Sprostoa 
‘aldwell, James 

‘ameron, Robert 

‘awley, Frederick 

hanning. Francis Allston 
‘remer, William Randal 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M. Vaughan- (Cardigan 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dunean, J. Hastings 
Edwards, Frank 

E:mott, Alfred 

Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co. 
her Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

— Corrie 

Grey, Rt. Hon. Sir E. (Berwick 
Gurdon, Sir W, Brampton 


~~ Eee 


~ 





(4.14.) 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Aud, Sir John | 
Allhusen, AugustusHenry Eden | 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 

Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balcarres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J. (Maneh’r 
Kalfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 


Question put accordingly. | 





Balfour, Rt HnGerald W. (Leeds 


{30 OcToBER 1902} 
Smith, HC(North’mb. Tyneside 
Smith, James Parker (Lanarks. 
Spear, John Ward 


| Stanley, Hn. Arthur (Ormskirk 
| Stanley, EdwardJas. (Somerset 


Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stewart,Sir MarkJ. M‘Taggart 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, RtHn.J.G.(Oxf dUniv. 


| Thompson, DrEC(Monagh’n,N 


Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Sir Wim. Edw, 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 
Walrond,Rt. HnSir William H. 


M. 


NOES. 


Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Joicey, Sir James 

Kearley, Hu ison E. 

Kinloch, SirJ ohnGeorge Smyth 
Lambert, George 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leng, Sir John 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Logan, John William 
Manstielil, Horace Rendall 
Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mather, Sir William 

Morgan, J. Lioyd (Carmarthen 
Morle ay,C harles (Breconshire) 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Palmer, SirCharlesM.(Durham 
Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Price, Robert John 

Rea, Russell 

Reckitt, Harold James 


! Noes, 90. 


AYES. 


, Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christeh. 


Bartley, George C. T 
Bathurst,Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 
Boulnois, Edmund 
Bowles,Capt. H. F. (Middlesex 
3owles, T. Gibson (King’s Lyan 
Brodrick, Kt. Hon. St. John 
Brooktield, Colonel Montagu 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Campbeli, RtHn. J. A.(Glasgow 





The Committee divided : 
(Division List No. 445.) 





Bill. 1222 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C. #(Taunt'n 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, RtHnJ Powell- (Birm 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
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B TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 


Newnes, Sir George Spencer, RtHnC. R. (Northants | Mr. Trevelyan and Mr. 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William | Stevenson, Francis 5S. Runeiman. 


Nussey, Thomas Willans Strachey, Sir E 


(4.26.) Mr. BRYCE moved to insert in 
Clause 8, line 25, after “If” the words 
~The managersof any school fail tocomply 
with the above conditions no assistance | 
from the rates or the Parliamentary | 
grant shall be given to such school,” and 
to omit all the words after “If ” down 
to the end of line 29. His view was 
that in the matters dealt with in the | 
sub-Sections of the Clause it was better 
that the local education authority should 
he the judge and that there should be no 
ippeal at all to the Board of Education. | 
That was also the view of his right hon. | 
triend the Member for West Monmouth- 
shire who gave notice of the Amendment. 
His right hon. friend thought, and he 
agreed with him, that there ought to be 
a distinct and unequivocal assertion that | 
as soon as a school failed to fulfil the | 
provisions of any sub-Section no claim 
should be made for rate aid. Now 
there was a certain amount of justi- | 
fication for his proposal. It was to | 
he found in the fact that within the last 
few days, during the consideration of 
this Clause, they had been piling up 
ditticulties and ambiguities, and possibly 
questions on which divergence of opinion 
must arise, all of which were to be 
referred to the Board of Education. | 
Those appeals would do a great deal to| 
make the working of the whole Bill, if it | 
became an Act, extremely difficult and | 
extremely vexatious to the local education 
authorities; and unsatisfactory to the 
local managers. He did not think 
that there had ever been brought for- 
ward a scheme more complicated and 
more fertile in occasions for friction. It 
was an unsuccessful attempt to recon- | 
cile principles which were fundamentally 
opposed. Take, for instance, the case of 
religious instru:tion, in regard to which 


| 


| and 


dward 


| it was very likely that appeals would be 


Whitehall if this sub-Section 
were passed. The theory of the sub- 
Section was that the local managers 
were to be entirely responsible, and to 
have complete control over religious 


sent to 


| instruction, and that the local education 


authorities had no right to intervene in 
any way. But it had been at the same 


‘time urged, with great force, and, he 


confessed, with some appearance of 
truth, that if there was to be in the 
schools a religious atmosphere, it should 
pervade the whole school, that it should 
not be confined to religious instruction, 
but carried on and make itself felt in the 
secular education. Then they would 
have difficulty as to what were religious 
what were secular hours. They 
had endeavoured to deal with one of 
those questions by proposing that the 
local education authorities should have 
power to enforce the Conscience Clause, 


‘and an extraordinary divergence of 


opinion had been elicited as to what the 
Clause meant, even in the mind of the 
Attorney General. It was admitted 
that there was a power of appeal, but 
how far could that appeal go or be 
reported to Whitehall? All that was 
left in the dark, and that was a darkness 
which was certain to produce friction. 
Take the case of the use of the buildings. 
The scheme of the Board was that the 
buildings of the voluntary schools were 
to remain the property of the managers, 
but at the same time the use of the 
buildings was to be in the hands of the 
local education authority during the 
hours of secular instruction. It could 
be easily seen that disputes would arise 
in regard to furniture, repairs, and theuse 
of the school at other times, in regard to 
| 
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the claim made upon them by the !ocal 
authority for the purposes of what was 
called secondary education. What struck 
him was the number of difficulties that 
would arise from the extreme com- 
plications of this scheme. How much 
simpler it would have been to transfer 
the property in the schools to the local 
education authority and make them 
masters. If that was objected to on 
pecuniary grounds, let the pecuniary 
difficulty be met and dealt with. He 
would take another point. It had been 
generally felt by educational reformers 
that one of the most important things 
for efficiency of local schools was that a 
good deal of power should be vested in 
the local managers, and if the Govern- 
ment had been free they would have 
listened to the voice of educational 
experts, and would have given to the 
local managers wide powers to carry on 
their schools in a manner which their 
local experience of local feeling told them 
would be best. Although it was true 
that the school managers in a borough 
were only the servants or agents of the 
School Board, yet they were constantly 
under the eye of the School Board ; the 
School Board might delegate powers to 
them in a way not possible in the case 
of the managers of country schools. 
The Government had been unable to 
confer those wide powers, on the rural 
managers because they were obliged to 
set up some sort of popular control. As 
they could not give it to the people on 
the spot, they gave a semblance of it to 
the local education authority sitting in 
the county seat. What was the result ? 
The local managers were not to have the 
power they ought to have, and the 
local education authority was so far re 
moved that it could not exercise control 
effectively over the managers in the rural 
districts. That being so, he thought 
that the next best thing they could do 
was to facilitate the working of the 
schools by vesting a wide and com- 
plete power in the local education 
authority, and to do that it would 
be necessary to get rid of the appeal 
to the Board of Education which was 
given by this sub-Section. He there- 
fore proposed to leave out the words 
“appeal to the Board of Education.” 
His Amendment was that the local 


education authority should be the final 
Mr. Bryce. 
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judge in these matters. He was quite 
sure that that was a plan which would 
be found to work easiest and simplest, 
and with most efficiency. They had had 
expressed from both sides of the House 
great confidenceinthe judgment and goud 
sense of the local education authority. Hy 
wasassuredthat they would haveno motive 
in endeavouring to interfere with religious 
instruction, or the legitimate use of the 
school buildings by the local managers. 
He thought that this was one of those 
cases where they might, with great confi- 
dence, leave it to the local education 
authority, in the belief that they would 
not abuse their power, but use it in the 
public interest, and not to the disad- 
vantage of the managers. Therefore it 
would be better not to check them in 
their work. It would be quite unworthy 
to subject these great local authorities to 
constant appeals to Whitehall. The 
First Lord had expressed a sanguine hope 
that the conferring of educational fune- 
tions on these local authorities would 
induce a great number of able and public- 
spirited citizens to devote themselves to 
educational work ; but what encourage- 
ment would be given them to undertake 
those functions it they were subjected at 
every point to an appeal to the Board ot 
Edueation in Whitehall. He contended 
that not only on the ground of local 
interest, but of respect to the local edu- 
cation authority, these ought not to be 
subjected to such appeals. He feared 
that if this Section was passed in its 
present form it would be found impossible 
to work the scheme, and even if it did 
work, it could not last ; and in the course 
of two or three years Parliament would 
have to tinker the Act by passing another 
3ill. They should endeavour to avoid 
that danger, and to avoid anything which 
would make the local education author- 
ities resent the position of inferiority in 
which they would be placed by this 
Clause. They should trust them fully. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘«In page 3, line 25, to leave out the words 
from the word ‘ If” to the end of line 29, and 
insert the words ‘ the managers of any school 
fail to comply with the above conditions no 
assistance from the rates or the Parliamentary 
grant shall be given to such school.’ ”—(1/:. 
Bryce.) 


Question proposed, “That the words 
‘any question,’ stand part of the Clause. 
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THE ATTORNEY GENERAL 
Ropert FiNuay, Inverness Burghs) said 
that the right hon. Gentleman had raised a 
question which, no doubt, was of very great 
importance, in a speech of perfect clear- 
ness, and ina manner to which no one, 
who was interested in education, could 
take the slightest exception. He desired 
very shortly to submit to the Committee 
his reasons for thinking that the Amend- 
ment of the right hon. Gentleman was a 
mistake, and that they should reject it. 
His right hon. friend had spoken of the 
necessity of trusting the local education 
authority. He had said before, and he 
repeated it, that the Government had 
every confidence that the local education 
authorities would be reasonable, and that 


the spirit in which they would administer | 
= | 


this Bill would be everything that could 
be desired. 
matter. The question was, what was to 
he the machinery for solving questions 
that might arise in dispute between the 


imanagers and the local education authori- | 


ties ! He believed that both the managers 
and the local education authorities would 
do their best fairly and honestly to carry 
out the provisions of the Act ; but it was 
possible that they might differ in some 


points, and in case of dispute who was | 
to decide between them? The managers | 


might take one view and the education 
authority another, and then who was to 
decide ? As he understood it, the effect of 


the Amendment of the right hon. Gentle- | 
man was that in a dispute between the | 


managersand the local education authority 


the local authority should settle the | 


controversy. With every confidence in 
the local authority and other representa- 
tive bodies, he could not think it would 
he either wise or practicable to trust them 
with the decision of disputes in which, 
conceivably, feeling might run high and 
to which they had been parties. The 
tight hon. Gentleman desired to leave all 
the decisions to the local education 
authority. To carry out that wish the in- 
troduction of other words into the Section 
would be necessary, because if the Amend- 
ment were carried in the form in which it 
was put down by the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member tor West Monmouthshire, 
or in the amended form of the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for South Aber- 
deen, these disputes would have to go to 
courts of law for decision, because they had 
Sections which provided that in various 
events the rights of managers should be 
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(Sir 


But that did not settle the | 


Biil. 


| forfeited. If a dispute arose as to whether 
those events had happened, according to 
the Amendment of the right hon. Gentle- 
man, a court of law would have to deter- 
mine the point. He thought the Committee 
would be of opinion that it would be 
extremely undesirable that such a question 
as, for instance, the limit of religious or 
| secular teaching, or abstruse questions of 
‘that kind, should be ventilated in the 
|High Courts. They were questions of 
| some delicacy ; questions absolutely unsuit- 
lable, in his opinion, for decision by the 
| best of County Councils, and heventured to 
| think that even the High Court was not 
‘the best tribunal to deal with these 
/matters. But the Bill provided an 
| effective and an easy way of determining 
‘any questions that might arise, which 
'would be an appeal to the Board of 
Education. Looking at the section as 
/amended by the Committee, the Com- 
mittee would see that the nature of the 
questions that might arise made it 
necessary to provide some means of 
deciding them at once. As the whole 
question of the appeal to the Board of 
Education was raised by the Amendment, 
/he would show the Committee how the 
right of appeal would work in the case of 
each of the sub-Clauses. The Committee 
| would see exactly what questions would 
|arisein the various sub-Clauses (1) (/) (”) 
(7) and (¢). He reminded the Committee 
that the early part of the Clause stated 
'the conditions on the performance of 


| which the right of maintenance by the 
school out of the rates depended, and 
also made the performance of those 
conditions necessary in order to earn the 
Parliamentary grant. Who were to 
determine whether or not those conditions 
had been broken? The first condition 
was that any direction of the education 
authority as to secular instruction in the 
schools, including the num ber of teachers 
to te employed, and with reference to 
the dismissal of teachers on educational 
grounds, was to be carried out. That 
gave the educational authority the power 
to issue its directions to managers with 
regard to any matter of secular instruc- 
tion, including the matters which it had 
been thought proper to specify so fully 
under that head. Directions given by 
the local education authority on those 
matters could not be questioned as being 
improper or unreasonable directions, 
because the local education authority 
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had been made the judge in that matter, 
and in that case there could be no 
appeal at all. Someone must be trusted 
with some _ directions, andthe 
Government trusted the local authority. 
But the difficulty mght arise 
under this Section as to whether a 
matter referred to was a matter of 
secular instruction or whether it trenched 
on religious instruction. Did the Com- 


mittee think that they should adopt an | 
Amendment which would leave a matter | 


of that kind to be settled by the courts 





of law? A speedy decision was necessary | 


i or ‘ se ig | * - 
morder that the schools might goon | passed the Clause that the local education 


without friction, and from the nature of 
the case itself, it was not one suitable for a 
court of law todecide On the other hand, 
did they think they could possibly adopt 
the proposal advocated by the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for South Aber- 
deen which left the matter to be decided 
by the authorities who had first given 


the directions to the managers? He 
submitted that both alternatives were 


impossible, and the only remedy was to 
leave the Board of Education to deal 
with matters of this kind. These 
matters were in their very nature matters 
which had to be decided at once, and, by 
a process of exhaustion the Government 
were driven to a tribunal which was 
eminently competent and absolutely im- 
partial, The only question under sub- 
Clause (@) was whether the directions had 
heen carried out. He need hardly say 
anything as to Clause (+) because the 
only question that could arise upon it 
was whether the managers had been in- 
structed by the local authority. 


Mr. BRYCE pointed out that “ in- 
spection ” came into that sub-Clause, and 
that great difficulty might arise. 


Str ROBERT FINLAY said the Board 
of Education dealt with such questions as 
that every day. 
portant sub-Clause dealing with theappoint- 
ment and dismissal of teachers, and the 
questions which might arise there were 
two: the first relating to the appoint- 


ment, the second relating to the dismissal, | 


of teachers. The consent of the local 
education authority was required for the 
appointment of the teachers, and they 
were not to be dismissed except on 
educational grounds. 


Sir Rohert Fin lay. 
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the consent was withheld not on educa- 
tional grounds ; that the circumstances 
were such as to show that the local 
education authority had refused their con- 
sent not on those grounds but on some 
others relating to the religious tenets or 
the political views of the candidate. He 
did not expect such a case to arise: the 
spectres which had been conjured up 
with regard to this Act were spectres 
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conjured up under the stimulus of 
political oratory. He believed _ the 
3ill would work very smoothly ; but 


if such a question did arise there must 
be some remedy. The Committee had 


| authority should not refuse its consent 
except on educational grounds. Who was 


'to decide whether it had or not? The 
right hon. Gentleman said the local 
education authority itself! But they 


could not go into it because their pro- 
bity had been impeached. With regard 
to the dismissal of the teachers, the 
managers might allege that they were 
entitled to dismiss a teacher because he 
was giving religious education on lines 
against the religious doctrines of the 
school. The education authority might 
say their consent ought to be obtained ; 
that the teacher was dismissed, not on 
religious grounds, but because of some 
personal jealousy. Who was to decide 
that? Somebody must, and it was sug- 
gested by the right hon. Gentleman that 


it should be decided by the body that 


‘made the charge. 


As to sub-Clause (”) a 
question might arise as to whether the 
school building was really required for 
educational purposes for the evenings of 
three days a week, and whether the local 
authority had not sufficient accommoda- 
tion in their own schools. The managers 
might allege that the local authority were 


sparing the use of their own schools and 
'making use of the non-provided schools. 
'That would have to be settled by the 


Sub-Clause (¢) was an im- | 


It might be said | mined at once. 


|Board of Education. The difficulty of 
the rent of the teacher’s house could be 
solved by the ratebook of the neighbour- 
hood, but if a dispute arose some one 
must settle it. Repairs might give rise 
to questions. An obligation was imposed 
on the managers to keep the premises 1 
repair. Suppose the local education 
authority said they were not in repair 
'and the managers said they were? It 
| was not a great question, but if issue was 
| joined upon it it would have to be deter- 
That was a question 
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which was constantly before the Board of 
Education, and he submitted there could 
he no better tribunal. “ Alterations and 
improvements” might raise very impor- 
tant questions, because by the decision 
of the Committee the local education 
authority were only entitled to make 
“reasonable ” requests for alterations and 
improvements. This was a point on 
which particularly disputes were most 
likely to arise. The local education 
committee might say they wanted certain 


improvements made in the building, and | 


the managers might retort, “ We think 
your request is unreasonable, and you are 
only entitled to request reasonable im- 
provements.” The right hon. Gentleman 


wished by his Amendment that the de- | 


dsion in such a matter as that should 
remain with the local education authority. 
The right hon. Gentleman would agree 
that they could hardly expect the mana- 
gers, who had to find the money for im- 
provements which they thought un- 
reasonable, to be in entire agreement 
with him. He need not detain the Com- 
mittee with regard to sub-Clause (e). The 
only question that could arise on that 
was as to the amount of damage done to 
the building and furniture, and whether 
the school-room had been put into a 
proper condition for scholastic work after 
it had been used for other purposes. He 
submitted that he had shown that there 
might in a small number of cases be a 
small number of questions that might 
aise between the managers and the local 
education authority. The sugg:stion of 
the right hon. Gentleman was that the 
decision of those questions should be left 
with the local education authority, whilst 
that of the Government was that it 
should be left with the Education Depart- 
ment, and he left it with confidence to the 


_ Committee to say which of those solutions 


was the better. 


Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South 
Molton) said the fallacy that underlay 
the whole of the Actorney General's 
argument appeared to him to be that 
he insisted upon putting the local 
education authority upon an equality with 
the managers, and for the right hon. 
(rentleman to further say that the County 
Council would bea party to a dispute was 
begging the question. If a County 
Council could be trusted to carry out 
its duties there should be no difficulty 
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They had been told that the basis of this 
Bill was that the Education Department 
was unfit or was not so fit as the local 
education authority, to know what the 
requirements in the various districts were, 
and he submitted with confidence, even to 
the Attorney General himself, that the 
education authority was a much fitter 
body to deal with these matters than the 
Education Department. But the hon. 
and learned Gentleman had told them 
that in matters of this kind one of the 
best courts in the country would be a 
tribunal with the hon. Gentleman the 
Secretary of the Board of Education 
at its head. For his part he should much 
prefer to leave this matter to the common- 
sense of the community. How was it 
possible for the hon. Gentleman repre- 
}senting the Education Department in 
this House to find out what was reason- 
able and what was not as between a 
County Council and voluntary school 
managers ? The only possible way would 
be for the hon. Gentleman to send his 
inspeetor down to enquire into the matter, 
and then they would have the melancholy 
spectacle of a County Council being placed 
upon its trial before an inspector of the 
| Education Department. That would he 
a most degrading position to place the 
-authority in. Surely the local education 
|authority constituted under this Bill 
must be as capable, or more so, of 
‘deciding this point than any inspector 
'sent down. He could not conceive any- 
‘thing more humiliating than for the 
|County Council to be summoned to 
give evidence before an inspector who 
| had no knowledge of the subject which 
he had to investigate. He maintained 
‘that the Clause as it stood must be a 
constant source of irritation between the 
local authorities and the managers, and 
| so far as appeals went, the managers could 
| appeal to the Board of Education for 
‘the cost of the postage stamp which 
franked their letter. But if they had to 
appeal to a court of law, that would cost 
money, and they would, he thought, be 
chary of risking a lawsuit with the 
County Council. Giving to the Board 
‘of Education the power of deciding all 
\these questions would not decentralise, 
| but practically centralise, education, 
because the whole authority would rest 
‘with the Board of Education. One 


/argument on which the Bill had been 


1234 
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whatever in allowing them to do so. | defended was that it would decentralise 
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education, but under. this Clause it 
would be directed from Whitehall 
hitherto. The whole Clause was a 
periect farce. It would create great 
triction and irritation. It showed a 
want of trust in the new authority. and 
as a member of a County Council he 
repudiated it most strongly and should 
support the Amendment. 


as 


*(5.18.) Mr. ERNEST GRAY (West 
Ham, N.) thought there would be less 
opposition to this sub-Nection if Members 
had a wider knowledge of what trans- 
pired under the existing law. It was a 
very common occurrence for the largest 
School Boards to apply to the Board of 
Education for its ruling on questions 
affecting the conduct of their own 
schools. The point had been argued as 
though the disputes would necessarily 
be of an acrimonious character. He did 
not anticipate that at all. What he 
expected was, that a County Council 
would take a certain view of the 
law and the local managers a slightly 


different one. The County Council 
might propose to establish in some 


voluntary school such a regulation which 
the managers claimed to be altogether in- 


applicable. Who was to decide such a 
point! Were they to waste the 
ratepayers’ money in litigation, or 


to go to people who had spent their lives 
in determining these small points of 
detail, who knew exactly the effect of 
the last legal decision or the last decision 
of the Board of Education, and who 
could put the local authority straight 
without unnecessary delay or friction ? 
He could hardly conceive antagonistic 
dealings arising when both parties knew 
that they would be appealing to an 
impartial tribunal which, without cost 
and with little delay, would settle the 
point at issue. There was one question, 
however, that he would like cleared up. 
He was not quite certain of the force of 
the provision that compliance with this 
section should be one of the conditions 
on which the Parliamentary grant would 
be paid. Would that empower the Board 
ot Education to withhold the Parlia- 
mentary grants from the County Council? 
At present, in order to bring a School 
Board into subjection and compel it to 
carry out the law, the Board of Educa- 
tion was able to withhold from that School 


Mr, Lambert. 
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Board the Parliamentary grants with 
respect to the particular school in regard 
to which the difficulty had occurred, 
The withdrawal of the Parliamentary 
grants would tend to induce the County 
Council to carry out the decisions of the 
Board of Education, but it would have 
no influence on the school concerned, 
inasmuch as the latter would not in any 
case receive the grant. The local 
authority was charged with the main- 
tenance of the school, no matter what 
Parliamentary grant it might receive; 
therefore, while no penalty was imposed 
on the school, a penalty might per- 
chance be imposed on the County 
Council. In the event of the voluntary 
school managers declining to obey the 
decision of the Board of Education, they 
could be effectually reduced to subjec- 
tion by the withdrawal of the entire 
support of that school by the County 
Council, and in an_ extreme case, 
the erection of another school. The 
point he desired to be informed upon was 
whether this last provisicn was intended 
to be a penalty applicable to the County 
or Borough Council ; if so, not only was 
the sub-Section sound, but it was 
absolutely essential to the smooth work- 
ing of the Bill. 


Mr. BROADHURST (Leicester) re- 
minded the Attorney General that the 
County Councils were advised by capable 
lawyers in the persons of their chiet and 
assistant clerks, who were, so far as the 
interpretation of an Act of Parliament 
was concerned, as efficient a body as a 
court of law. If the object of the Section 
was to prevent delay, there could be no 
better way of securing it than by giving 
the local authority power to stop supplies 
unless the management carried on the 
necessary instruction. The local authority 
in the case of a county was the High 
Court of the county for all civil pur- 
poses, and, therefore, it ought to, and 
could, be safely entrusted with powers 


such as the Amendment sought to 
confer. There was no fear of the 


County Councils making unreasonable 
demands on the managers; the ter 


dency, in his view, was more likely to | 


be in the direction of slackness than 
undue stringency. Speaking as a 
County Councillor, he thought these 
bodies, if they were to be endowed with 
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the enormous powers proposed by the 
Bill, were worthy of having placed in 
their hands the power of withholding 
supplies, if, through stubbornness or 
stupidity, the managers failed to provide 
proper accommodation and appliances for 


the education of the children. The 
management was only a_ parochial 


committee, and to give that committee 
power to defy and wrangle with the 
great county authority was unwise, and 
vould not tend to produce harmony in 
‘he administration of county affairs. 
Under those circumstances, he thought 
it was only reasonable to give the 
authority asked for. He was sure that 
ior years to come the Education Depart- 
ment would find itself so bombarded 
irom every part of the country, rural 
nd urban, on questions of education, 
that they might very well throw over- 
hoard a comparatively small matter of 
this kind, which was, nevertheless, 
ssential for the immediate and con- 
tinuous progress o: elementary education. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON said he 
tad listened with some surprise and 
oisiderable alarm to the speech of the 
Attorney General. While discussing the 
previous sub-Sections the Prime Minister, 
nm more than one occasion, told the 
Committee that his desire was that the 
local education authority should 
supreme. 


be 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: 


wn sphere. 


Supreme in its 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON said the right 


hon. Gentleman had done his best to limit 





matters in which an appeal should be 
lowed. They understood that the only 
ppeal would be between secular and 
eligious sections. The right hon. Gentle- 
man said there would be an appeal about 
ub-Section (d) for alterations and improve- 
ents, and it was said that those were 
large matters upon which there was to be 
nappeal. He did not think the First Lord 
t the Treasury would deny that those 
were the only two points upon which 
there was a right of appeal from the 
ocal authority. The Attorney General, 
y his speech, had put a totally different 


mpl xion upon it. When he got to 
he sub-Section dealing with damage 
used to furniture, he went so far as 
t9 say that where there was any 
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question dispute there an appeal 
would lie. If that was the way the local 
authority was to be treated, it seemed to 
him that the speech of the Attorney 
General put the managers absolutely on 
an equality with the local authority in 
regard to every question. There was, 
according to the Attorney General, an 
absolute right of appeal from the local 
authority, and it was not a question of 
one authority being superior to the other. 
Was this going to be the construction 
put upon the Clause which they under 
stood was going to be very much im- 
proved ? The First Lord of the Treasury 
admitted that the drafting was too broad. 
If the construction of the Attorney 
General were right, that the managers 
were to have an appeal in every single 
minute detail where there was friction, 
the education authority would be put in 
a difficult position and there would be an 
enormous amount of delay. Surely the 
obvious solution was to allow the right of 
appeal only in matters of very material 
and vital importance. The Attorney 
General said they were raising spectres 
of difficulties and disputes. He had had 
some experience in the management of 
elementary schools and he should like to 
ask the right hon. and learned Gentlenian 
if he had had any experience of these 
everyday matters which arose in schools. 
Had he ever been a manager or been in 
an elementary school in England? With 
all due respect, he ventured to think that 
the Attorney General was not capable of 
appreciating these matters, If his inter 
pretation was to stand, he hoped the 
Prime Minister would recollect the im- 
pression left upon the Committee on this 
point a few days ago, and do something 
to allay their alarms upon it. 
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of 


(5.40.) Mr. SAMUEL EVANS 
(Glamorganshire, Mid.) thought it was 
rather hard for the hon. Member for 
Poplar to say that the Attorney General 
was not qualified to give a legal view if 
he had never been to an elementary school. 


The matter they were now dealing with 
was really a very serious one. It might 
be regarded from three points of view. 


Many hon. Members thought there ought 
not to be any right of appeal at all, but 
assuming that there was to be a right of 
appeal to whom or to what body ought 


that right to be given? Again, if they 
had decided that the right of appeal 
must exist, and also decided upon the 
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tribunal, the question remained in what | 


cases might they have recourse to that 
right. They had already discussed this 
point, and he took it that the House of 
Commons had decided that in certain 
cases there should be an appeal. There- 
fore anything outside those cases was a 
legitimate subject for discussion upon 
this Amendment. With regard to the 
question as to what court, or what body, 
or tribunal they were to appeal, he agreed 
with the Government that it would be 
much better to have an appeal to some 
hody like the Education Department 
rather than to a court of law. It was 
better to have an appeal upon adminis- 
trative matters to an administrative 
hody. He agreed that it would be 
hopeless to have appeals to Courts 
of Law upon any of the questions aris- 
ing under this Section. There was 
another matter, and a most important one, 
and it was in what matters were they to 
have a right of appeal? The Committee 
ought to lay down that there ought not 
to be a right of appeal at all, except on 
most important subjects, and it was for 
the Government to decide what matters 
there ought to he anappeal upon. It was 
not for the Opposition to point out that 
they ought not to have an appeal in this 
or that matter, but it was for the Govern- 
ment to make up their minds what were 
the large matters and important subjects 
upon which the appeal was to take place. 
He agreed with his hon. friend the Mem- 
ber for Poplar that the appeals ought to 
he limited to two subject matters : (1) 
whether or not in any direction given by 
the local authority they were trenching 
upon the jurisdiction of the managers, 
hecause they were affecting to deal with 
religious and not secular instruction ; and 
(2) that they were to have a right of 
appeal against any decision of the local 
authority referring not to repairs, but to 
the improvement or alteration of the 
building. Assuming that there ought to 
be aright of appeal, in order to define 
whether a certain direction or order on 
the line of religious or secular instruction, 
and that there ought to be a right of 
appeal on alterations and improvements, 
they ought now to consider whether they 
were confining the right of appeal to these 
subjects. He could conceive of no broader 
words, giving a right of appeal, than the 
words of this sub-Section, and he thought 
a court of law would say in every parti- 
cular 

Myr 


Samuel Evans. 
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appeal. Take seriatim some of the things, 
The first part of the Section said— 
“In the case of a school not provided by 


them, the following conditions and provisions 
are complied with.” 


Obviously, a question which would 
come up would be the question whether 
any of “the following conditions” were 
complied with. That would open the 
door to an appeal in every case, and give 
aright of appeal to the managers. |p 
sub-head (w) it was provided— 

“(a) The managers of the school shall carry 

out any directions of the local education 
authority as to the secular instruction to l¢ 
given in the school.” 
Whether or not that was complied with 
was a question which might very well 
arise. He asked whether or not, in the 
event of a direction not being complied 
with by the managers, there would |, 
an appeai. 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY said it was 


very likely there would be an appeal. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS said that was ; 
matter of very great importance. The 
appeal might be on the question whetha 
or not a direction was to be carried out 
on the smallest matterin connection with 
the management of the school. He sup. 
posed that similar questions must arise 
with regard to the direction given as to 
number and educational qualifica- 
tions of the teachers to be employed.” 
He thought there ought to be an appeal 
within the meaning of sub-Section 2 in 
that case. Sub-Section (/) stated that— 

‘(b.) The local education authority 
have power to inspect the school.’ 

It did not appear likely that ther 
would be an appeal under that. Sul- 
Section (c) said—, 

‘(c.) The consent of the local ‘educaticn 
Pa as. Sh shall Le required to the appoint- 


shall 


| ment of teachers, but that consent shall not 





te withheld except on educational grounds 

and the consent of the authority shall als 

Le required to the dismissal of a teacher 
unless the dismissal be on grounds convecte! 
with the giving of religious instruction in t« 

school. Provided that assistant teachers ard 
pupil teachers may he appointed, if it is 
thought fit, without reference to religions 
creed or denomination.” 


There might be a state of things whete. 
under that sub- Section, an appeal might 
be taken. He wished to know whethe! 
there would be an appeal on questions ¢! 


that there would be a right of | repairs dealt with in sub-Section (¢). 


1240 








124 

S 
if t 
buil 
mal 
be s 


N 
sure 
autl 
sav 
sucl 
the 
loca 
stat 
reps 
2w 
him 
shot 
sub 
pew 
oe D 
cou 
of : 
rise 
ity 
alse 
aut! 
mal 
tiol 
tior 
thir 
tha 
oug 
Cla 
It 


mit 


it 0 
tha 
too 
wic 
ori 
sor 
bee 
ne\ 
wh 
apy 
the 
hin 
ori 
wo 
the 
sta 
pol 
mu 
poi 
loc 
Su 


1240 


Ings, 


A hy 


Slons 


ould 
‘ther 
were 

the 
give 


In 


carry 
ation 
to he 


with 
Wwe lI 
) the 
plied 
d be 


Was 


Vas ¢ 
The 
ether 
] out 
with 
sup: 
arise 
as to 
ifica- 
ved rE 
ppeal 
2 in 
lat— 


shall 


there 
Sub- 


eatin 
p olnt- 
I] not 
yunds. 
1 als 
racher 
rected 
n the 
s ard 
it is 
igrions 


here. 
night 
ethel 
ns ¢l 








12 4 ! Evlucation 
Sir ROBERT FINLAY replied that 
if the local education authority said the 


buildings were in need of repair and the 
managers said they were not, there must 
be some authority to decide the matter. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS said that was 
surely a matter which the local education 
authority ought to decide. It was idle to 
say that there ought to be an appeal in 
such a case. They were asked to say that 
the inspector or surveyor employed by the 
local authority was not competent to 
state whether a school was in sufficient 
repair or not. The terms of sub-Clause 
2 were much too wide. It was not for 
him to indicate now what form of words 
should be put in the sub-Section, but he 
submitted that, with the view to the 
peaceful and successful working of Clause 
s in the educational machinery of the 
country, they ought to limit the right 
of appeal on questions which might give 
rise to dispute between the local anthor- 
ity and the school managers. It should 
also be made clear whether the . local 
authority had the right to call upon the 
managers to make improvements or altera- 
tions which might mean structural altera- 
tions or additions to the school. Of one 
thing he felt confident, and that was, 
that on all these minor matters there 
ought not to be an appeal. The sub- 
Clause was now in a condition in which 
it ought not to emerge from the Com- 
mittee. 


Mr. YOXALL (Nottingham, W.) said 
it must be apparent to the Government 
that the terms of the sub-Clause were far 
too wide. He did not say they were too 
wide as the Clause was drawn in its 
original form, but since that time all 
sorts of qualifications and additions had 
been made, and in consequence of the 
new wording there were now points on 
which appeals might arise, though 
appeals would not have been possible on 
them before. Therefore it seemed to 
him that, if the sub-Clause stood in its 
original form, the Board of Education 
would be overwhelmed with work during 
the next few years, and a very large 
staff would be required. He would 
point out to the Government that the 
multiplication of appeals on individual 
points would tend to bring about a dead- 
lock in the management of the schools. 
Sub Clause (2) 
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which he supposed was intended by the 
draftsman of the Bill to give the Board 
of Education power over the managers 
as well as over the local authority. It 
was that— 

“. . . compliance with this Section shall 
be one of the conditions required to be fulfilled 
by an elementary school in order to obtain a 
*arliamentary grant.” 

In the case of the managers being 
contumacious the Parliamentary grant 
was to be withdrawn from that particular 
school, but the Parliamentary grant was 
by Clause 13 to form a portion of the 
money of the local authority for educa- 
tional purposes. The local authority 
could hardly be expected under the 
circumstances to maintain the school. 
Was that so? 


Tue SECRETARY or tHE BOARD or 
EDUCATION (Sir WiLuiAM ANson, 
Oxford University) said that if a school 
ceased to earn the Parliamentary grant 
the local authority would be no longer 
liable to maintain the school. 


*Mr. YOXALL said he wished to put 
this position. Suppose on an appeal the 
Board of Education decided in favour of 
the managers and the local authority 
refused to accept the decision, could 
the Board compel compliance? Unless 
they did so the school would come to an 
end and the whole process of the appeal 
would be rendered nugatory. No good 
would have been done to the school, but 
infinite harm. He was afraid that would 
happen again and again if the sub-Clause 
now before the Committee was sustained, 
They would hardly expect to get the great 
local authorities of Lancashire, the West 
Riding of Yorkshire or Birmingham to 
submit on infinitesimal points emerging 
under this Clause to the Board of Educa- 
tion in disputes as between a body of 
six managers and themselves. A dispute 
in the first instance would arise with the 
local education committee and the 
managers. The decision of that com- 
mittee could be reviewed and if necessary 
reversed by the local education authority. 
This fact lessened the need for an 
appeal to the Board of Education. He 
urged upon the Government that, 
having regard to the statement in the 
text of Clause 8, to the new points which 
had been added, and in respect to the 
admirable additions—for they were ad- 
mirable—which had been made to it. 
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that it became necessary to revise the 
terms of sub-Section 2 in the direction 
of making them narrower. The sub- 
Section went too far, and would inevitably 
lead to acute disputes arising from politi- 
cal and doctrinal reasons, and fr»m 
wounded pride and dignity. Another 
difficulty in the way of the smooth 
working of the Bill would be largely 
removed if the Government would con- 
sent to reconsider the terms of sub- 
Section 2, and insert some such words as 
would give an appeal from the managers 
to the Education Committee, and from 
the Education Committee to the County 
Council or the Borough Council. If the 
managers could not obtain what they 
called ‘‘ justice” after that, it might be 
fairly contended that justice was not on 
their side, and that no appeal should lie 
to the Board of Education. 


(6.2.) Mr. BECKETT (Yorkshire, N. R., 
Whitby) said that an appeal to the 
Board of Education was, in his opinion, 
right, desirable and necessary: but he 
had listened to the Attorney General's 
speech, and had been struck with the 
multiplicity of the points on which an 
appeal to the Board of Education might 
lie. He asked the Government whether 
it would not be possible to limit, or at 
least to specify, the points on which an 
appeal could be made to the Board of 
Education. 


Sir EDWARD GREY said that the 
Attorney General had insisted that they 
had raised spectres of the friction which 
might arise, but the right hon. and 
learned Gentleman had in his speech 
proceeded to clothe those spectres with 
flesh and blood. He began by giving 
the Committee the pcints of appeal 
which might arise in reference to sub- 
Section (#), but as the Bill now stood 
it was evident that there might be 
a few on any part of the Clause 
as to what was religious education, what 
was control, and what was legitiemat 
expenditure ? Suppose the local educa- 
tion authority said to the managers of a 
school—* We require you to build another 
and that the managers con- 
sideredtiat an excessive demand, the latter 
would, as he wnderstood it, have an 
appeal to the Education Department. — Ii 
the Department decided that an extra 

Mr. Yowull, 


class room,” 
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class room was not required, and the 
local authority said, “Then we will do 
with one teacher less,” he supposed that 
the managers would have another appeal. 


Sm ROBERT FINLAY said that that 
was not so. The directions of the local 
authority as to secular instruction, includ- 
ing the number of teachers, were con- 
clusive. 


Sir EDWARD GREY said that in that 
case the local education authority against 
whom the appeal went would be able to 
punish the managers, or to bring pressure 
to bear upon them through its control 
over the expenditure. The Clause as it 
stood provided for the possibility of 
friction, and allowed the local education 
authority to find their own way. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said that the 
local education authority would, in that 
way, punish the children and not the 
managers. 


Sin EDWARD GREY said he would 
have thought that there was an appeal 
under the Bill as it stood. This brought 
him to the same point as had been raised 
by the hon. Member for Whitby, that it 
was desirable to restrict the possibility 
of these appeals as much as possible. He 
shared the terror of the Attorney General 
in regard to litigation in the Law Courts. 
He hoped the Committee would not put 
anything into the Bill which would bring 
the parties into the Law Courts. The 
First Lord had said that the local eduea- 
tion authority should not be the judge 
in its own case. What did that 
mean? It meant that they were es- 
tablishing a dual control, and they all 
knew that dual control had brought them 
into the greatest difficulty in Egypt, and 
in regard to the Irish land question. 
The Attorney General's speech showed an 
optimism which he couldnotshare, because 
the right hon. and learned Gentleman had 
said how admirably the dual contro! would 
work between the Education Department 
and the local education authority. He 
however should say that they should 
limit the dual control on as many of these 
points as possible by making the managers 
subordinate to the local education 
authority. If there was to be an appeal, 
he would rather it was to be made to the 
Education Department than to the Law 
Courts, and therefore he should like to 
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see words introduced into the section 
which would limit the points under which 
appeals could be made. 


Sir JOHN GORST (Cambridge Univer- 
sity) said he desired to call the attention 
of the Attorney General to the fact that 
in many cases another education authority 
had been introduced. In urban districts 
the authority which used the schoolroom 
out of school hours would not be the 
elementary authority, but the secondary 
education authority. It was _ possible 
that under this Clause a dispute might 
arise between the managers of the school 
and the County Council, and between 
the Borough Council and the County 
Council. In that case who was to decide ? 
Let the Committee take the case in which 
a County Council used the schoolroom 
out of school hours for an evening school, 
and refused to make good the damage 
which might be done to the furniture and 
theroom. As regarded the furniture, the 
dispute would be between the County 
Council and the Borough Council, and as 
regarded the damage to the room the 
dispute would be between the County 
Council and the managers. If that was 
not covered by the words of the sub- 
Section, would the Attorney General have 
them altered ? 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE said that before 
the Attorney General answered the ques- 
tion of the right hon. Gentleman the Mem- 
ber for Cambridge University, he wished to 
ask another, whichseemed tohim necessary 
after the speech of his right hon. friend. 
His question was whether the Govern- 
ment proposed to keep this sub-Section 
unchanged as it stood? If so, it applied 
to board schools as well as denominational 
schools. 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY said that there 
was an Amendment on the point later 
down on the Paper. 


*Sirm CHARLES DILKE said that if 
that provision did not apply to board 
schools, which would be disastrous, then 
he would be satisfied. There could be 
no doubt whatever that the language 
applied to the other sub-Sections, and if 
the Government did not intend the 
language to apply to the first sub-Section, 
surely it should be altered. 
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Sir ROBERT FINLAY said that in re- 
gard to the point raised by his right hon. 
friend the Member for Cambridge Uni- 
versity, probably the proper course 
would be to make the provision a separate 
sub-Section. For the reasons given by 
his right hon. friend below the gangway 
he thought that if the disputes referred 
to arose, and it was conceivable that they 
might, they should be left to the County 
Court. There could be no disputes 
between the managers in the case of 
provided schools, because they were 
purely agents of the local education 
authority, and might be discharged at 
their pleasure. The Government, how- 
ever, had not the least objection to accept 
words which should make the point 
clear. 


*Sir WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 
Ilkeston) pointed out that under the 
Bill the pupil teachers would in many 
places be instructed and examined 
by the pupil-teacher instructor, who 
would be an officer of the Technical 
Education Committee of the District 
Council, a body outside and independent 
of the managers. Difficulties would 
arise between the two authorities; for 
example, the managers might not like 
‘the instructor to visit their schools and 
inspect the work of the pupil teachers, yet 
inspection was necessary for efficient 
training. In such cases he asked would 
there be an appeal to the Education De- 
partment or to the County Council as the 
highest local education authority. These 
ditticulties might arise, and he thought a 
word or two of explanation from the 
Attorney General would be most 
desirable. 


Sirk ROBERT FINLAY said it must 
depend upon the precise nature of the 
dispute, and if what he had already said 
were applied to each particular case it 
would furnish the answer. 


Mr. BRIGG (Yorkshire, W.R., Keigh- 
ley) rose to support the claim of every 
Member of the Opposition that the 
authority of the County Council should 
not by this Bill be diminished in power. 
The School Boards had gone, and all 
their works had departed, and the 
County Council was the authority set 
. up by the Government in their place as 


3¥ 








1247 Education 


the authority which must be entrusted | 


{COMMONS} 





Hill. 


1248 


that principle, the question having been 


with the work of education. It had there- | introduced by way of Amendment onthe 


fore been a great pity to find that where | 
‘the hon. Members for Birmingham.+ 


this work was put upon them their 


power toa great extent had been taken | 


away. They were entitled to some 
respect for the work they had done. 
Large sums of money had been entrusted 
to them to administer, and no appeal 
had been made, with regard to their 
actions, to a higher Court. He could 
see no necessity, therefore, to limit their 
dealings with the managers of the 
schools by a number of vexatious 
appeals, which could only give rise in 
the minds of the County Councils to a 


feeling that their authority was 
diminished. The confidence of the 


Government in the work of the County 
Councils had been shown by the fact 
that the South Kensington Department 
had now been ordered to hand over to 
them the whisky money, with the 
administration of which the Education 
Department had hitherto been entrusted. 
The County Councils had now been 
exercising their powers for thirteen 
years; they had proved to be efficient 
bodies, and, that being so, he trusted that 
the right hon. Gentleman would not 
now diminish their authority. 


Mr. BUTCHER (York) thought the 
House was generally agreed that some of 
these disputes must be decided by the 
Board of Education, but he wanted to 
know how the rest of the disputes were to 
be dealt with. He understood the sugges- 
tion was that those disputes which did 
not go to the Board of Education should 
be decided by one of the parties them- 
selves, viz., the education authority. How 
did the matter stand? By this Clause 
certain obligations were imposed on the 
managers. If they discharged those 
obligations, they would have the right 
to call on the County Council for assis- 
tance ; if they did not discharge them they 
could not call on that body. Disputes 


might arise between the managers on the | 


one hand and thelocal education authority 
onthe other. Was it conceivable that, in 
a dispute between those two parties, they 
should set up as the final court of appeal 
as to the merits of that dispute one of 
the parties themselves? The proposal 
was absurd on the face of it. 


moreover, had ulready decided against | 


Mr. Brigg. 


2ist of the present month by one of 


On those two grounds he asked the 
House to reject the Amendment. 


~ Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Might I appeal 
to the House to come to a decision now 
upon this point. I admit it is an im- 
portant point, but it has been now a 
long time before the Committee, and it 
has been fully discussed. The speeches 
have not been by any means of a per- 
functory character, and I suggest that 
the Committee should now be allowed to 
divide. 


Dr. MACNAMARA (.‘amberwell, N.) 
said he viewed with the greatest appre- 
hension this system of wholesale appeal 
which the sub-Section set up. The right 
of intervention on the part of the central 
authority to bring a local authority up 
to a higher standard, which had had a 
very beneficial effect, was one of the 
things which the Government proposed 
to strike out. The Government pro- 
posed to repeal all the sections of the 
Act of 1870 which gave the executive 
authority a right of intervention. This 
right of intervention which was now 
proposed was of quite a different char- 
acter, and he looked upon it as tending 
to damp down progress, to veto the 
desire for educational progress in the 
localities. He agreed that a di-pute as 
to what was secular and what religious 
was a subject which ought to be referred 
to a third party. What were the facts 
with regard to the financial condition of 
the voluntary schools? Many of them 
were in a hopeless condition, and there 
would be great difficulty in finding money 
to make repairs. Many of them had no 
voluntary subscriptions at all, and how 
were they to comply with the demands 
made on them as to lighting, heating, 





The House, | 


and sanitary and other arrangements ? 
| What would the Board of Education do? 
| Eight hundred and eleven had no volun- 
tary subscriptions at all; 715 had sub- 
| scriptions which amounted to less than 
| 1s. per child; in 1,370 the subscriptions 
were between ls. and 2s. 6d. a child. 
| All these schools being unable to meet 





tT See page 385. 
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the requirements of the local education 
authority, the Board of Education would 
have to step in to examine whether 
the demands were reasonable. Who 
was at present at the head of the 
Education Department ? Lord London- 
derry, who recently went out of his way 
to meet the chief inspectors of schools, 
and to tell them with regard to the 
schools, some of which were not well 
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put the rules too rigidly into force. He 
felt that this veto would be disastrous. 


(6.33.) Mr. A. J. BALFOUR rose in his 
place, and claimed to move, ‘That the 
question be now put.” 


Question put, “That the Question 
‘That the words “any question,” stand 
part of the Clause’ be now put.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 239 ; 
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Brown, Alexander H.(Shropsh. 
Butcher, John George 
Campbell, Rt HnJ. A.(Glasgow 
Carew, James Laurence 
‘arEle, William Walter 
‘arson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
‘avendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
‘avendish,V.C. W (Derbyshire 
‘ayzer, Sir Charles William 
‘ecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
‘hamberlain, Rt. Hon.J.(Birm. 
‘hamberlain, RtHnJ A( Wore’r 
‘hapman, Edward 
‘harrington, Spencer 
‘hurchill, Winston Spencer 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Clive, Captain Perey A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. 
Coddington, Sir William 
Cohen, ‘Benjamin Louis 
Colomb,SirJ ohn CharlesReady 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Cex, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cri inborne, Viscount 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Crossley, Sir Savile 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Cust, Henry John C. 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, W. Bromley- 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Digby, John K. D. Wingtield- 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dixon-Hartland,SirFred Dixon 
Doughty, George 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxtord,Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning- Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. HonSir William Hart 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W.) 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes,Hon. Ailw ynEdward 
Fergusson,Rt. HnSirJ.(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert B annatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald, Sir Robert Penrose- 
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Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Flower, Ernest 
Forster, Henry William 
Foster, -Philips (Warwick,S, W. 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gibbs, Hon. Vicary (St. Albans) 
Godson, SirAugustusFrederick 
Gore, HnG.R. COrmsby-(Salop 
Gore, Hn. 8S. F. Ormsby- (Line. ) 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene,SirE. W(B’ rySEd’mnds 
Greene,Henry D. (Shrewsbury 
Greene, W. Raymond- (Cambs. 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Groves, James Grimble 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Gunter, Sir RoLert 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hain, Edward 
Hall, — Marshall 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Rt HnLordG(Midd’x 
ecls: tpnbanevticnns, Aaa 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 
Henderson, Sir Alexander 
Higginbottom, 8. W. 
Hoare, Sir Samuel 
Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset, E. 
Hogg, Lindsay 
Hope, J.F. (Sheffield, Brightside 
Houldsworth, Sir Wim. “Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 
Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard,John( Kent.Faversh’m 
Howard,J. (Midd., Tottenham 
Hozier, Hon. James HenryCecil 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Kemp, George 
Kennedy, Patrick James 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W. (Salop. 
Keswick, William 
Kimber, Henry 
King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Lees 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow 
Lawrence,Sir Joseph (Monm’ th 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lecky, Rt. Hn. WilliamEdw. H. 
Lee, Arthur H(Hants, Fareham 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col. CharlesW. (Evesham 
Long,Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas,Reginald J.( Portsmouth 
Macdona, John Cumining 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Iver,SirLewis(EdinburghW 


Bill. 1254 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire 
Majendie, James A. I 
Manners, Lord Cecil 
Maxwell, RtHnSirH. E(Wigt'n 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milner, Rt. Hn. Sir Frederick G. 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Montagu, Hon.J.Scott - (Hants ) 
More, Robt. Jasper (Shropshire 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, RtHnA.Graham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (( oventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath 
My ers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

Nolan, Col. John P. (Galway,N 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Sir Gilbert 

Peel, Hn Wm. Robert W ellesley 
Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, “Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce- Jones, Lt.- Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rattigan, Sir William Henry 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renwick, George 
Ridley,Hon. M. W (Stalybridge 
Ridley.s. Forde(Bethnal Green 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheftield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Samuel, Harry 8. (Limelouse) 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seely, Maj. J. E.B.(Isleof Wight) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East) 
Smith,H.C(North’mb Tyneside 
Smith, James Parker (Lanarks.) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Spencer, Sir E. (W. Bromwich) 
Stanley, Hon Arthur(Ormskirk 
Stanley, Edward Jas. (Somerset) 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stewart.Sir Mark J. M’Tagygart 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot,Rt Hn.J.G.(Oxf'dUniv. 
Thompson, Dr.EC(Monagh’n,N 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent,Col. SirC. E. H(Sh’tt’ld 
Walrond, Rt. Hn.SirWilliamH. 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Welby, “Lt.-Col. A.C. E(Taunton 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Rt HnJ Powell-(Birm 
Willoughby de Eresby, “oe 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 





Education 


Wilson,A. Stanley (York, E.R.) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (Yorks.) 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart- 
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| Wylie, Alexander 


Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
| Younger, William 


NOES. 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) , Helme, Norval Watson 


Allan. Sir William (Gateshead) 


Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Barlow, John Emmott 
Bayley, Thc s. (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

sryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 
Cameron, Robert 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Cremer, William Randal 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M Vaughan- (Cardigan 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Duncan, J. Hastings 
Dunn, Sir William 
Edwards, Frank 
Emmott, Alfred 
Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 


Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) | 


Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grant, Corrie 

Grey,Rt. Hon. Sir E. (Berwick) 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Harmsworth, RK. Leicester 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- 


(6.59.) Mr. A. J. BALFOUR claimed to 
move, ‘‘That the Question ‘That the 
words of the Clause from 


Hemphill,Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
| Hobhouse, C. E. H. (Bristol, E. 
| Holland, Sir William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
| Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Joicey, Sir James 
Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kinloch, SirJ ohnGeorgeSmyth 
Kitson, Sir James 
Lambert, George 
| Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leng, Sir John 
| Levy, Maurice 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 
Logan, Jobr: William 
Lough, Thomas 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
M‘Crae, George 
M‘Laren,Sir Charles Benjamin 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mather, Sir William 
Middlemore,JohnTbrogmort’n | 





Bill. 


TELLERS FOK THE AYEs. 
Sir Alexander Acland. 
| Hood and Mr. Anstruther 
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Pickard, Benjamin 
| Price, Robert John 
Rea, Russell 
Reckitt, Harold James 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denhbigh-) 
Runciman, Walter 
Schwann, Charles E. 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford 
| Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sloan, Thomas Henry 
Soares, Ernest J. 
Spencer.RtHn C.R. (Northants 
Stevenson, Francis 8. 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E. 
| Thomas, F. Freeman-( Hastings 
Thomas,J A(Glamorgan,Gower 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W. k.; 
Tomkinson, James 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Wallace, Robert 
| Walton, John Lawson (Leeds.S 
Weir, James Galloway 





| 
| 
| 


Morgan,J. Lloyd(Carmarthen) | White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) | Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 

| Moulton, John Fletcher Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 

| Newnes, Sir George | Williams,Osmond (Merioneth) 
| Norton, Capt. Cecil William | Wilson, Henry J.(York,W. BR.) 
| Nussey, Thomas W illans | Yoxall, James Henry 

| Palmer,SirCharlesM.(Durham 
| 
| 
| 


TELLERS FOR THE NOgs 
Mr. Herbert Gladstoneand 
Mr. William M‘Arthur. 


| Partington, Oswald | 
Paulton, James Mellor 
Phillipps, John Wynford | 


Question put, “That the Question 
That the words of the Clause from the 
word “arises,” in line 25, to the word 


the word “grant,”’ in line 29, both inclusive, stand 


“arises,” in line 25, to the word “ grant,” 


part of the Clause’ be now put.” 





in line 29, both inclusive, 
the Clause’ be now put.” 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Aird, Sir John 

Allhusen, AugustusH ‘nry Eden 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O, 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balearres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Maneh’r 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W. (Leeds 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 


stand part of 


Noes, 100. 


AYES. 


, Beckett, Ernest William 


Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Beresford, Lord Chas. William 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Bowles, Capt. H. F.( Middlesex) 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Brown, Alexander H.(Shropsh. 
Butcher, John George 
Campbell,RtHn.J. A. (Glasgow 
Carew, James Laurence 
Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 





Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 232 ; 


(Division List No. 442.) 


, Cavendish, V.C. W(Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain,RtHn.JA( Wore. 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churchili, Winston Spencer 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 

Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Cochrane, Hon. ThomasH.A. E. 
Coddington, Sir William 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Colomb,SirJ ohnCharles Read y 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 

Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 
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Cripps, Charles Alfred 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 
( ‘rossley, Sir Savile 

Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Cust, Henry John C. 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, W. Bromley- 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Digby, John Kk. D.W ingtield- 
Disraeli, Coningsby R alph 
Dixon-Hartland,SirFred Dixon 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon, A. Akers- 
Doxtord, Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning- Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, RtHon.SirWilliam Hart 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W.) 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hn. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJ.(Mane’r 
Fie Iden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

F inlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 

F itzGeral 1. Sir Robert Penrose- 
Fitzroy, Hn. Edward Algernon 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
eo eo 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gibbs, Hon. Vieary (St. Albans) 
(sodson, Sir Augustus Fred’ rick 
Gore, Hn. 8S. F. Ormsby-(Line.) 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hou. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Greene,Sir E W (B’ryS. Edm’ds 
Greene,Henry D. (Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Groves, James Grimble 

aes Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Gunter, Sir Robert 

Guthrie, Waiter Murray 
Hain, Edward 

Hall, Edward Marshall 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hambro, Charles Erie 
Hamilton, Rt. Hn. Ld.G(Midd’x 
Hardy, Laurence(Kent,Ashf’ rd 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heaton, John Henniker 


Abraham, William(Rhondda} 
Allan ,Sir William(Gateshead) 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Barlow, John Emmott 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C.B 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 





| Buxton, Sydney Charles 
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Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, “sir Alexander 
Higginbottom, Ss. W. 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset, E. 
Hogg, Lindsay 
Hope,J.F.(Shettield, Brightside 
Hoult, Joseph 

Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard,John(Kent,Faversh’m | 
Howard, J.(Midd., Tottenham 
Hozier, Hn. James Henry Cecil 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Kemp, George 

Kennedy, Patrick James 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W.(Salop. 
Keswick, Wilham 

Kimber, Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Lees 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) | 
Lawrence,SirJ oseph(Monm’th 
Lawrence, Wm. F (Liverpool) 
Lecky, Rt Hon. WilliamEdw. H 
Lee, ArthurH.(Hants,Fareham 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col. CharlesW.( Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter( Bristol,S. 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas,Reginald J.(Portsmouth 
Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Iver,SirLewis( Edinburgh W 
M‘killop, James (Stirlingshire 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Manners, Lord Cecil 

Maxwell, RtHnSirH. E.(Wig’n 
Middlemore,Jno. Throgmorton 
Mildmay,' Francis Bingham 
Milner,RtHon.SirFrederickG. 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Montagu, Hon.J.Scott (Hants. 
More, Robt. Jasper (Shropsh.) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, RtHnA.Graham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath | 
Myers, William Henry | 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

Nolan, Col. JohnP.(Galway,N. )| 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 


| 
] 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


NOES. 


Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Burns, John 
Burt, Thomas 


Caine, William Sproston 

Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

. auston, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 


Bill. 


Parker, Sir Gilbert 

Peel, HnWm. Robert W ellesley 
Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
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| Pryee- Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 


Purvis, Robert 
Rankin, Sir James 
Rattigan, Sir William Henry 
temnant, James Farquharson 
Renwick, George 
Ridley, Hn. M. W. (Stalybridge 


| Ridley,S. Forde( Bethnal Green 
Roberts, $ 


Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford- 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seely, Maj. J. E. B.(L. of Wight 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, E.) 
Smith, H.C.(N’rth’mb. Tyn’side 
Spear, John Ward 

Spencer, Sir E. (W. Bromwich 
Stanley, Hon. Arthur(Ormskirk 
Stanley, Edward Jas. (Somerset 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs. ) 
Stewart, Sir Mark J. M‘Taggart 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot,RtHn.J.G.(OxfdUniv. 
Thompson, Dr. EC( Monagh’nN 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent,Col.SirC EH(Shettield 
Walrond,R — Sir William H. 
W anklyn, James Leslie 

W illiams, RtHn J Powell-(Birm 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
W illox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, A.Stanley(York,E.R.) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H.( Yorks.) 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart 
Wylie, Alexander 

Ww se Rt. Hon. George 
Younger, William 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Alexander Aclanid- 
Hood and Mr. Anstruther. 


' Cremer, William Randal 

| Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 

| Davies, M. Vaughan- (Cardigan) 
| Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 


Duncan, J. Hastings 
Dunn, Sir William 
Edwards, Frank 
Emmott, Alfred 
Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
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(;oddard, Daniel Ford 

Grant, Corrie 

(irey,Rt. Hon. Sir E. (Berwick) 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Hobhouse, C. E. H. (Bristol, E. 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Joicey, Sir James 

Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kinloch, SirJ ohn GeorgeSmyth 
Kitson, Sir James 

Lambert, George 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leng, Sir John 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Logan, John William 

Lough, Thomas 


Education 


(7.13.) Question put accordingly. 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Aird, Sir John 

Allhusen, AugustusHenryEden 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arkwright John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balecarres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour, Rt. Hon.A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour,Rt.Hn GeraldW (Leeds 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Bathurst,Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Beckitt, Ernest William 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Beresford, Lord CharlesWilliam 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Bowles, Capt. H. F. (Middlesex 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Brown,Alexander H.(Shropsh. 
Campbell, Rt. Hn.J.A.(Glasgow 
Carew, James Laurence 
Carlile, William Walter 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lancs.) 
Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain, RtHnJ. A.(Wore. 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer ° 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 


{COMMONS} 


| Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
| M‘Crae, George 
M‘Laren,Sir Charles Benjamin 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
| Mather, Sir William 
Morgan, J. Lloyd(Carmarthen) 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
| Moulton, John Fletcher 
Newnes, Sir George 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Palmer,SirCharlesM.(Durham 


| Partington, Oswald 
| Philipps, John Wynford 


Pickard, Benjamin 
Price, Robert John 
tea, Russell 

Reckitt, Harold James 


| Rickett, J. Compton 


toberts, John Bryn (Fifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs. 
Runciman, Walter 

Schwann, Charles E. 

Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Shackleton, David James 


Noes, 98. 
AYES 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coddington, Sir William 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 





Bill. 


Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
| Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sloan, Thomas Henry 
Soares, Ernest J. 
| Spencer, RtHnC. R. (Northants 
' Stevenson, Francis S. 
| Thomas, A bel(Carmarthen,E. ) 
| Thomas,J A(Glamorgan,Gower 
Thomson, F.W. (York, W.R.) 
| Tomkinson, James 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
| Wallace, Robert 
Walton,JohnLawson(Leeds,S. 
| Weir, James Galloway 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
| Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
| Williams,Osmond(Merioneth) 
Wilson, Henry J.( York, W.R.) 
| Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES — 
Mr. Herbert Gladstoneand 
Mr. William M‘Arthur. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 232; 
(Division List No. 449.) 


Forster, Henry William 
Foster, PhilipS. (Warwick,S. W. 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gibbs, Hon. Vicary (St. Albans) 
| Godson, Sir Augustus Frederick 
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Colomb,SirJohnCharlesReady | Gore, Hon. S.F.Ormsby-(Line. ) 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole | Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
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Cripps, Charles Alfred 
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King, Sir Henry Seymour 
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Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lecky, Rt. Hon. WilliamEdw.H. 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
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Maxwell, Rt.Hn. SirHE(Wigt’n 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
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More,Robt. Jasper (Shropshire) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
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Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Allan, Sir William (Gateshead) 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Barlow, John Emmott 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 

Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 
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Caine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Cremer, William Randal 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M. Vaughan- (Cardigan 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Duncan, J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 

Emmott, Alfred 
Evans,Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grant, Corrie 
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Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
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Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
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Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
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Rattigan, Sir William Henry 
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Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
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Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
He)me, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Hobhouse, C. E. H.(Bristol, E. 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Joicey, Sir James 

Kearley, Hudson, E. 
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Kitson, Sir James 

Lambert, George 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leng, Sir John 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Logan, John William 

Lough, Thomas 

M‘Crae, George 

M‘Laren, Sir Chas. Benjamin 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mather, Sir William 

Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Newnes, Sir George 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Palmer,SirCharlesM. (Durham 
Partington, Oswald 
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Smith, HC( North’mb. Tyneside 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Spencer, Sir E. (W. Bromwich) 
Stanley,Hn. Arthur (Ormskirk 
Stanley, EdwardJas. (Somerset) 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs. ) 


| Stewart,Sir Mark J. M‘Taggart 


Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
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Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Percy M. 
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Walrond, Rt. Hn.SirWilliamH. 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
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Willox, Sir John Archibald 
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Sir Alexander Acland - 
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Price, Robert John 
Rea, Russell 

Reckitt, Harold James 
Rickitt, J. Compton 


| Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 


Roberts, John H. (Denlhighs.) 


' Runciman, Walter 


Schwann, Charles E. 

Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Statford) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Sloan, Thomas Henry 


| Soares, Ernest J. 
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Stevenson, Francis S. 
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Thomson, F. W (York, WR.) 
Tomkinson, James 
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Wallace, Robert 
Walton, John Lawson(Leeds,S. 
Weir, James Galloway 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
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Wilson, Henry J. (York, W. R.) 
Yoxall, James Henry 
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Mr. Herbert Gladstone and 
Mr. William M-Arthur. 
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Committee report Progress; to sit 
again this evening. 


EVENING SITTING 
EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
BILL. 


Considered in Committee :— 
(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. J. W. Lowruer (Cumberland, 
Penrith) in the Chair. } 


Clause 8 :— 


(9.0.) Sir EDWARD GREY said the 
object of the Amendment he rose to 
move was to provide, in the event 
of contlict between the education 
authority and the managers, such a 
remedy as would not interfere with the 
education of the school, but would enable 
it to be carried on continuously and 
efficiently. He had no wish to enter 
into the controversies which had already 
occupied the attention of the Committee 
as to the probabilities of conflict, but his 
point was that the remedies already 
available under the Bill were not satis- 
factory. The power of the local author- 
ity to step in and carry out their own 
directions where they were neglected was 
not practicable without a power to ap- 
point other managers. That power it 
was not proposed to give them. Neither 
would it be practicable to bring managers 
to reason by exercising their control 
over expenditure on salaries of teachers, 
as that remedy would defeat its own 
objects. It would be an unfair and 
eruel remedy. .A third remedy — to 
treat the school as one which they were 
no longer bound to maintain—was also 
unsatisfactory, involving as it did a check 
to education during the conflict and the 
provision of a new school. The proposal 
of his Amendment was preferable because 
it would, in the event of a conflict, enable 
education to go onwithoutany check toits 
efficiency. It wasreally thenatural remedy. 
The local education authority and the 
managers were under the 
partners; if they pulled together no 
doubt education would prosper ; if they 
did not it would suffer administratively. 
When two persons did not pull together 
the business suffered and the remedy was 
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for one partner to buy the other out—the 
one bought out being naturally the 
smaller partner. In this case the education 
authority was the largest partner. The 
question of compensation would need 
considerable adjustment. Of course it 
would not be fair to confiscate the build- 
ing without any compensation. Where 
the school was absolutely owned by an 
individual the building would have to be 
taken over and full compensation paid to 
the owner. Where there was no absolute 
owner and the school building was under 
some trust there would have to be an 
adjustment of the compensation _ in 
harmony with the terms of the trust. The 
trust would in many cases not provide 
solely for religious education, but for 
general education, with alimiting provision 
that it should be in accordance with the 
principles of a particular denomination. 
In that case, he suggested that the 
principle followed would be that which 
he understood the Prime Minister to have 
adopted in regard to endowments, which 
were to be apportioned between the 
education authority as the authority 
responsible for secular education and 
the managers as responsible for religious 
instruction. It would be.found that in 
a good many cases the schools had not 
been built entirely with trust money. 
but with the aid of voluntary sub- 
scriptions paid for the purpose of 
avoiding a school rate. Where  sub- 
scriptions had been given to avoid 
a rate there need be no com- 
pensation, because the avoidance of a 
rate would be secured by handing over 
the school to the education authority. 
On the question of the fairness of 
applying the principle of compulsory 
purchase, or acquisition of the schools 
for rent, he had no doubt whatever. 
He had included rent because rents lent 
themselves readily to adjustment in 
cases where the use of the building was 
to be left tothe trust for use on Sundays. 
Private rights were increasingly held 
subject to the rights of the public, and 
were often subordinated to the public 
right on fair compensation. Schools, in 
the nature of the case, could not be used 
for private purposes and were, in fact, 
constructed for public purposes. If ever 
there was a case where purchase was 
beyond question fair, it was a case ol 
this kind. No scruple was made about 
giving to municipal authorities powers 
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of compulsory purchase for the purpose 
of supplying a public need, and now one 
authority was being set up for the pur- 
poses of education Parliament ought to 
be at least as free in giving that authority 
such powers. It might be urged that 
the danger of conflict was so remote that 
it was inadvisable to put such a provision 
in the Bill, but the Bill itself alluded to 
the possibility of questions arising, and 
in debate the ‘parties in dispute” had 
been spoken of. That wasa very ominous 
expression. If there was a chance of the 
education authority and the managers 
becoming parties to a dispute the will of 
the education authority must be made 
to prevail, and in such a way that the 
education of the district was not inter- 
fered with. He thought his Amend- 
ment afforded the best means of providing 
a remedy in the event of conflict. 


Amedment proposed— 

“In page 3, line 29, after the word ‘ grant’ 
to insert the words * and, in event of failure on 
the part of the managers to comply with any of 
the conditions of this section, the local eduea- 
tion authority shall have power, subject to fair 
compensation to the owners, to acquire or rent 
the building and treat it as a school provided 
by them.’ “—(Sir Edivard Grey.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said the right 
hon. Baronet had enumerated what he 
regarded as three possible ways of 
dealing with a body of managers who 
were either unable or unwilling to 
carry out the legitimate demands ot 
the education authority. One of them 
he submitted was entirely illegitimate, 
and he agreed that the idea of punishing 
denominational or voluntary managers 
by mulcting the schoolmaster or starving 
the education of the children was out 
of the question. It was not desirable 
either in theory or in practice. But he 
did not take the same gloomy view of 
the remedies the Bill provided. It 
provided, in the first place, that where 
the managers did not carry out the 
orders of the education authority, that 
body might step in and carry out those 
orders themselves. The right hon. 
Baronet said that was quite impossible 
unless they had a new set of managers. 
That matter had been argued out at 
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length, and he did not think it was 
desirable to reopen it; but in his judg- 
ment it provided a periectly effective 
remedy. The education authority, with- 
out appointing new managers, would step 
in and give their orders to the school- 
master andsee that they were obeyed. The 
other remedy provided by the Bill was 
that if the managers declined to carry 
out the orders of the education authority, 
the school should cease to be a public 
elementary school or eligible to receive 
money out of the rates, and another 
school should be provided for the district, 
which should not be a voluntary school, 
but a provided school. At the first 
blush he would have thought that 
remedy would have been highly agree- 
able to hon. Gentlemen opposite. They 
had told the House over and over again 
that, even if they were forced to accept 
voluntary schools as a necessity, they 
looked to their extinction as an ideal, 
and he was greatly surprised that they 
should regard this remedy as not only 
impracticable and disagreeable, but 
also difficult to carry into effect. 
The right hon. Baronet had spoken of 
it as an impracticable remedy. 


Sm EDWARD GREY: I did not use 
the word impracticable. I said mine 
was preferable. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he would 
not pursue that line of argument, but 
would deal with what the right hon. 
Baronet regarded as the preferable method 
of turning a voluntary school into a 
provided school. He quite agreed that 
the right hon. Baronet’s method would 
have at least one advantage if it pre- 
vented any gap in the educational 
accommodation of the district during 
the period of transition. But the 
right hon. Baronet proposed to transfer 
this property compulsorily from one 
set of persons to another, with all the 
safeguards and _ precautions, he _pre- 
sumed, with which Parliament had so 
sedulously surrounded the compulsory 
transfer of property ; and he had never 
heard that that process had the advan- 
tage of being very rapid, expeditious, 
or cheap. Under the present system 
it was in the power of the managers to 
withdraw the school from the work of 
public elementary education, and the 
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Amendment sought to render the con- 
sequent cost and inconvenience impos- 
sible. The right hon. Baronet had 
uttered a certain number of perfectly 
sound observations on the intrinsic 
justice of compulsory purchase for a 
great public object. He agreed with 
him entirely. That House had long 
ago laid it down that in the case of a 
public necessity, compulsory expropriation 
on fair terms was perfectly legitimate ; 
but the right hon. Baronet recom- 
mended this plan because he thought 
it was a cheap method, and that these 
schools could be handed over at a re- 
latively trifling price to the public for 
the purposes of education, because the 
existing voluntary schools were not in 


purely private ownership. He could 
not agree with him in that for he 
thought it was most unjust. No doubt 


the right hon. Baronet tried to make 
a point by saying that some of the 
trusts were intended to relieve the rate- 
payers of some of the money they 
would otherwise have had to pay to the 
rating authority; but what bearing 
had that? The proper course was to 
give full compensation to the trustees, 
and to see that the money was expended 
on a purpose either equivalent to the 
trust, or in some new scheme as nearly 
equivalent as modernarrangements would 
allow. In any case, they should start with 
the obviously fair and simple principle, 
and that when they took property com- 
pulsorily — whether it be property of 
individuals or of trustees—full compensa- 
tion should be paid according to the well- 
established rules laid down in the House 
The right hon. Baronet appeared to think 
that it was a sufficient reason for not pay- 
ing full compensation for the compulsory 
taking of these schools that some of the 
persons who had originally subscribed in 
order to provide them had been actuated 
by the desire to evade the rating involved 
by the introduction of a Board school. 
He did not think they could look into the 
private motives of the original donors of 
the trusts. Unless history greatly de- 
ceived us, some of the most liberal donors 
of great benefactions in the past had been 
influenced by the consideration of what 
would happen to their souls after death. 
Was that motive also to be taken into 
account when considering the question 
of the amount of compensation to be 
given to the present owners of the trust ? 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 
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He did not think the right hon. Baronet 
would carry his principle quite so far as 
that. On the whole he was disposed to 
think that the plan of the right hon. 
Baronet, which threatened the equitable 
compulsory transfer of property from 
trustees to the community — even if 
carried out on the sound lines of com- 
pensation laid down by Parliament — 
would still be neither economical nor fair 
to the community. 





Mr. CRIPPS (Lancashire, Stretford): 
I rise to order. This Amendment pro- 
poses to take property by compulsion. Is 
it in order to bring on an Amendment of 
that kind without due notice having been 
given to the owners ! 


Mr. BRYN ROBERTS (Carnarvon- 
shire, Eifion): I rise to another point of 
order. Is it in order to object to an 
Amendment after it has been put from 
the Chair ? 


* THE CHAIRMAN: If this Amendment 
were accepted, the Bill would probably 
have to be referred to the Examiners of 
private Bills to see whether the notices 
had been complied with. But until the 
Amendment is inserted in the Bill I 
think we might go on. 


(9.35.) Mr. LAWSON WALTON 
(Leeds, 8.) said that the First Lord of 
the Treasury had very properly stated 
that the Amendment of his right hon. 
friend the Member for Berwick, raised 


a question of very great gravity, 
because it invited the Committee to 
consider what was the best, the 


most expeditious, just, and economical 
method of dealing with the situation 
which was certain to arise from the 
operation of the Bill when it became 
law. He would endeavour to satisfy 
the Committee that, on occasions, some 
more effective remedy than was supplied 
by the Bill, might be afforded for the 
difficulties which must certainly arise. 
What was the situation which was 
clearly contemplated by the terms of 
the Clause the Committee were now 
considering? The managers of a de- 
nominational school were called upon to 
comply with the requirements of the 
local education authority, which ad- 
mittedly might be of an _ onerous 
character, having regard to the fact that 
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the voluntary contributions were falling 
off. Therefore the situation had to be 
faced of a school, the managers of which 
were unable to put it into a state. of 
repairso as to satisfy the local education 
authority, and declined to carry out the 
reasonable requirements of the latter in 
regard to extension, and to meet the 
wants of an increasing population. How 
were they going to meet that situation ? 
As the First Lord had told the Com- 
mittee, the ordinary machinery of man- 
damus was inapplicable in regard to the 
managers of the denominational schools ; 
it only applied to the education 
authority. Therefore, they would have 
a Board of Managers who said, “We 
neither will nor can extend the school ; 
you must take it as it stands, for we will 
do nothing.” Now, the school as it 
stood was the only provision for the 
education of the children of the parish 
or district in which it was situated, and 
the education authority would have to 
accept the situation. Here was an ad- 
mittedly inefficient school which could 
not comply with modern requirements, 
and the Bill of the First Lord only 
increased the difficulties by cutting off 
financial supplies ; and the school as an 
educational organisation would become 
derelict. Now, what were they going 
todo in such circumstances? His right 
hon. friend the Member for Berwick 


said “Take over the building, and pay 


fair compensation for it; if you do that, 
youintroducethe minimum of disturbance 
in the conduct of education in the parish.” 
But the First Lord’s proposal introduced 
the maximum of disturbance and expense. 
The children had still to be educated, 
because the compulsory Clauses of the 


former Edueation Acts had not been 
abrogated. His right hon. friend’s 
Amendment provided for the local 


education authority paying a fair com- 
pensation for the school building which 
would then be turned into a provided school. 
What was the alternative that the First 
Lord asked the Committee to adopt ! 
It was that the old school, having become 
derelict, the local education authority must 
provide a new one. They must buy land, 
build a new school, and furnish it fit to 
do its educational work. That would 
lead to frietion, controversy, and educa- 
tional confusion. He believed that the 
local education authority would rather 
allow the gravest inetficiency to exist 
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in the denominational school than face 
the situation of calling upon the rate- 
payers to provide the money for the 
building of a new school side by side 
with the old building which, owing to 
the action of the trustees, had failed to 
fulfil the purposes of the elementary 
education for which it was originally 
intended. He could not understand how 
an injustice would be inflicted on a 
public body, such as the trustees of these 
schools, by relieving them of their 
public obligations on the terms of 
paying them a fair compensation for 
their property. The First Lord said 
the other night that that would be a 
form of confiscation; but he replied 
that they would not be dealing with 
private property. These schools were 
educational institutions, and nobody pro- 
posed to disturb them except as educa- 
tional institutions. No one had a 
beneficial interest in them except when 
they were being applied for the purposes 


of elementary education. In all the 
schools of the National Society the 
trust deeds set forth that they had 


been founded for the purpose of providing 
elementary education, and they could not 
be used for any other purpose. Therefore, 
if that purpose were frustrated by the erec- 
tion of another school, they would have a 
building which would become useless to 
anybody else. What injustice would be 
done in taking possession ofa building 
which, after paying fair compensation 
for it, was useless for any other purpose? 


*Sir FRANCIS POWELL said 
that he held in his hand a trust deed 
which stated that the school building 
was to be used for the purpose of a 
Sunday school. 


Mr. LAWSON WALTON said that it 
was not suggested that the premises 
should not be used for every other 
purpose which had been put into the 
trust deed. But the main object for 
which these schoo!s had been erected was 
the provision of elementary education for 
the district, and, consistent with that, 
they were to be available for ecclesi- 
astical purposes. The whole question 
between them was this—if the main 
object for which these schools had been 
erected became incapable of enforcement 
because the duties had been undertaken 
by the State, and the trustees had been 
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relieved of their obligations, what in- 
justice was done to the trustees? The 
Member for Berwick, in his anxiety to 
deal fairly with the owners, had said 
that in such cases they should have fair 
compensation, and if the transfer inter- 
fered with the use of the school for 
Church purposes, the Church would get 
compensation for any disturbance, but 
the trustees could get no compensation 
because the school had been taken over 
and applied to the purposes of elemen- 
tary education. Surely the proper 
course in the case contemplated was for 
the local education authority to come in 
and carry on the education. 


Mr. CRIPPS said he would not follow 
the hon. and learned Member into a dis- 
sertation on principles of compensation. 
He objected to the whole principle. If 
he had his way he would fine the owners 
of schools who handed them over from 
the denominational to the undenomina- 
tional system. His interest was to pre- 
serve the denominational system, and, in 
his opinion, it would be a monstrous 
thing in a Bill, which had nothing to do 
with the transfer of property, to intro- 
duce, by aside wind, a proposal which 
would enable denominational schools to be 
handed over to the new local education 
authority. That was absolutely alien to 
the whole principle of the Bill, and if such 
a proposal were included in it in the first 
instance, he should have opposed it, quite 
irrespective of any question of compensa- 
tion at all. There would be absolutely 
suftticient sanction under the Bill, because 
not only the Education Department but 
the local authority could refuse grants. 
He protested tofo cvlo against the notion 
of denominational owners being tempted 
under any scheme of compensation to get 
rid of their duties and obligations, and 
giving up the great principle of denomina- 
tional education. He did not believe they 
would be so tempted, but he objected to 
the whole principle from beginning to end. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON | said 
the discussion illustrated the difficulty 
which arose when they were called upon 
to discuss questions such as that before 
the Committee without having the trust 
deeds before them. He was glad, however 
to know that the Return of trust deeds 
would be in the hands of hon. Members no 
Saturday morning. Six millions of money 


Mr. Lawson Walton. 
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had been expended on these school build- 
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‘ings, and of that amount £1,500,000 had 


been contributed by the State. To that 
extent, therefore, the buildings were public 
property already. It was a fundamental 
condition in all cases where a building 
grant was given that there should be a 
trust deed, declaring that the premises 
were to be granted in trust for the educa- 
tion of the children of the poor, and for 
no other purpose whatever. Through the 
courtesy of the First Lord of the Treasury 
he had received an advance proof of the 
Return which was to be presented, and 
he saw that the trust deed in that Return 
contained, in most specific terms, the 
condition to which he referred. There 
could, therefore, be no compensation at 
all to private persons. He wished to ask 
the Secretary to the Board of Education 
whether there was anything in the regula- 
tions of the Department requiring, as a 
condition of a grant, that the building, 
when not used by the trustees for 
elementary school purposes, might he 
acquired by other persons without any 
rent being paid at all. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE J said that 
the hon. and learned Member for the Stret- 
ford Division hadarguedagainst the Amend- 
ment as if it were a proposal to transfer 
all the denominational schools to the un- 
denominational system. That was not the 
proposal at all. The proposal was that 
where denominational trustees failed to 
carry out their trust, there should be a 
transfer subject to fair compensation. 
His right hon. friend the Member for the 
Berwick Division simply asked that there 
should be sanction for the purpose of 
carrying out the objects set before the 
eountry by the Gevernment in their Bill. 
The Prime Minister said that a sanction 
was provided in the local authority, who 
could order the schoolmaster to carry out 
certain objects of the Bill. Surely one of 
the most important objects was to put 
the building into good order and repair. 
How was the schoolmaster to carry that 
object out ! Suppose the school building 
was in an insanitary condition, was the 
schoolmaster to lay fresh drains ; and if 
he did, who was to pay for them—the 
local authority or the managers ; and if 
the managers, what means would there be 
of erforcing the debt ! There was really 
no sanction at all at the present moment, 
except one which the Prime Minister 
deprecated, namely, the withdrawal of the 
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grants from the school, and starving 
education in that particular district. It 
was said that the local authority might 
build a school of their own, but that would 
take eighteen months or two years, 
especially as every petty question was to 
be submitted to the Board of Education. 
That was the condition of things, and 
nothing would be done unless some such 
suggestion as that of his right hon. friend 
were put into operation. What fair 
compensation was, was a fair subject for 
discussion, and was an important part of 
the Amendment. It was clear that the 
controversy was not going to end with 
the Bill. They were only at the beginning 
of it, and, therefore, it was just as 
important that they should lay before the 
House of Commons and the country their 
views as to the right and proper settlement 
to be adopted as it was for the Govern- 
ment to place their views before the 
country. He did not understand his hon. 
and learned friend the Member for 
South Leeds to suggest that no compensa- 
tion of any sort or kind should be given 
to the trustees. He should have been 
very sorry if his hon. and learned friend 
had taken that line. The schools were 
not merely for the education of the 
children of the poor; they were schools 
for the education of the children of the 
poor in the principles of the Church of 
England, but were not purely Church of 
England trusts. There were two objects 
attached to them. There was, first of all, 
the education of the children of the poor 
inthe principles of the Church of England, 
and the second object was _ purely 


parochial. He thought, therefore, the 
Committee was entitled to take both 
objects into account in settling the 


principle of compensation. He had no 
doubt that many contributions had been 
given for purely Anglican and Church 
motives, but probably the majority of the 
contributions had been given in order to 
provide a local school. ‘The Charity Com- 
missioners investigated some of these 
cases in Wales recently, and in one case 
it was found that Nonconformists con- 
tributed in order to set up a parochial 
school, and they had no notion whatever 
that it would be converted into a Church 
school. A trust was not created by its 
subscribers, but by the man who gave 
the land ; and as the land was generally 
given by an Anglican landowner the 
result was that he more or less domi- 


nated the trust. Therefore, a large 
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number of schools which would otherwise 
have been parochial became, by this 
means, purely denominational. He thought 
that was a fair account of what had 
happened. The Prime Minister said that 
they were not entitled to inquire into 
the motives of those who created the 
trust. He did not agree. He thought 
the learned Attorney General would admit 
that the motives of the testator played a 
very important part in the interpretation 
of any trust. The Prime Minister 
instanced the case of a man who gave 
property to create a trust to have 
prayers said for his soul. There were 
many cases of that kind. For instance, 
one Thomas Smith provided a fund for 
masses for his soul. Surely they were 
entitled to take that into account if the 
property were confiscated. It was the 
very party who confiscated property for 
their own purposes, and who destroyed 
trusts, who denounced them as confis- 
cators when they proposed to use property 
of that kind for public purposes. He did 
not think the Prime Minister had dealt 
with the matter as it ought to have been 
dealt with. The Amendment was the 
only possible way out of the difticulty. 
They would have to settle all these 
difficulties eventually by taking over the 
schools. Merely sending disputes to be 
settled by the Board of Education with- 
out having any authority to carry its 
decisions out would not be sutticient. 
The Church could not possibly keep the 
schools in a state of efficiency. They 
were in a very bad state of repair ; they 
were exceedingly inefficient ; and it would 
cost an enormous sum to put them into 
proper repair. It was therefore in the 
interests of education that an Amendment 
of the kind proposed by his right hon, 
friend should be introduced into the Bill, 
Further, he thought that such an Amend- 
ment would be very useful from the 
point of view of the inspectors of the 
Board of Education. He thought that, 
to a certain extent, the inspectors were 
not doing their duty rigidly with regard 
to these schools, as the only result of 
that would be to transfer them to the 
undenominational system. Rather than 
face that prospect the inspectors preferred 
not to report bad and inefticient schools ; 
but if they knew that the result would 
be that fair compensation would be given, 
he believed that hundreds of these schools 
would be condemned, and the system of 
education 


considerably and 


improved 
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strengthened throughout the country. 
He would therefore “support the Amend- 
ment of his right hon. friend. 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER said 
that the local authority would have to buy 
land to build the new school which would 
replace the old one. In many places, all 
the land belonged to one person, w ho 
might be a very strong sectarian, and the 
existing school ‘might ‘belong to his sect. 
Suppose he refused to sell the land—— 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR was understood 
to say that he could be compelled to sell. 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER said 


that answered his question. 
(10.10.) Question proposed— 


Committee divided :—Ayes, 85 ; Noes, 
}176. (Division List, No. 450.) 


AYES. 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) | 
Allan, Sir William (Gateshead) | 
Allen,Charles P.,Gloue. (Stroud | Hutton, 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling 


Alfred 


Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Horniman, Frederick John - 


Jacoby, James Alfred 
Joicey, Sir James 


Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Russell 

Reckitt, Harold James 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 


E. (Morley) 


Brigg, John Kearley, Hudson E. Roberts, John H. (Denbighs) 
Broadhurst, Henry lvitson, Sir James Robertson, Edmund (Dundee 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James Lambert, George Runciman, Walter 

Burns, John Layland-Barratt, Francis Shackleton, David James 
Burt, Thomas Leigh, Sir Joseph Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Buxton, Sydney Charles Leng, Sir John Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Caldwell, James Levy, Maurice | Soares, Ernest J. 

Cameron, Robert Lewis, John Herbert Spencer, Rt. Hon.CR(Nortli'nts 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. | Lloyd-George, David Thomas, Alel (Carmarthen, E 


Lough, Thomas 
M‘Crae, George 
Mather, Sir Wi 
Morgan, J. Lloy 
Morley, Charles 


oe Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 

Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 

Duncan, J. Hastings 

Edwards, Frank 

Emmott, Alfred 

Foster, Sir Walter (Derly Co.) 

Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grey. Rt. Hon. Sir E. (Berwick 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 

Harmsworth, R. Leicester 

Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 

Helme, Norval Watson 


Norman, Henry 
Norton, Capt. C 


Pease, J. 





Moulton, John Fletcher 
Newnes, Sir George 


Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Partington, Osw 
Pearson, Sir Weetman D. 

A. (Satfron Walden) | 
Perks, Robert William Mr. 
Philipps, John Wyntord 
Price, Robert John 


Thomson, F. W. (York, W. RB. 
Tomkinson, James 
lliam Trevelyan, Charles — 
d(Carmarthen Walton, Jn. Lawson (Leeds, S 
(Breconshire) | Warner, Thomas C smh en ‘4 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
| Williams, Osmond (Merioneth 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W. R. 
ald | Yoxall, James Henry 


ecil William 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Herbert Gladstone 
and Mr. WilliamM‘Arthu 


NOES. 


Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 

Ansor, Sir William Reynell 

Arkwright, John Stanhope 

Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 

Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 

Bain, Colonel James Robert 

Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hon. A. J.(Mane’r 
sjalfour, RtHn Gerald W (Leeds 

Banbury, Frederick George 

Bathurst, Hn. Allen Benjamin 

Beresford, Lord Charles Win. 

Bignold, — 

Bigwood, . James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boseawen, Arthur Griffith- 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 

Bull, William James 

Butcher, John George 

Carew, James Laurence 


Mr. L loyl-Ge orge. 


| Cavendish, V.C. 
Cecil, Lord Hug 


| Charrington, Sp 
Clare, Octavius 


Colom), Sir Johr 
Colston, Chas. Ex 


Cross, Herb. Shey 
Cubitt, Hon. He 





Carlile, William Walter 


Chamberlain, Rt Hn A.(Wore. 
Chapman, Edward 


Clive, Captain Perey A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 


Compton, Lord Alwyne 

Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Cox, Irwi in Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 


Crossley, Sir Savile 


Dalrymple, Sir Charles 


Digby, John K. D. (Wingfield 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dixon-Hartland, Sir F. Dixon 
Doughty, George 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxtord, Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning. Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Kt. Hn Sir W ‘illiam Hart 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw: urd 
Fergusson, Rt HnSir J (Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald, Sir Robt. Penrose- 
Fitzroy, Hn. Edward Algernon 
Flower, Ernest 
nry | Forster, Henry William 
! Galloway, William Johnson 


W. (Derbysh. 
h (Greenwich) 


encer 
Leigh 
H. A. E. | 


1 Chas. Ready 
iwd. H. Athole 


yherd (Bolton) 
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Gardner, Ernest 

Gibbs, Hon. Vickery(St. Albans 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hon. GeorgeJoachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, Sir EW(B’rySEdm’nds 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond- (Cambs 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Groves, James Grimble 
Gunter, Sir Robert 
Hamilton, Rt HnL’rd G(Midd’x 
Hardy, Laurence( Kent, Ashf’rd 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Hateh, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Helder, Augustus 
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Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col. Charles W (Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter (Bristol,S) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, Reginald J.(Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpoul) 
Macl ver, Sir L. (Edinburgh, W. 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire 
Majendie, James A. H 
Manners, Lord Cecil 
More,Robt. Jasper (Shropshire) 
Morgan, David J.(Walth' mst’w 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, Wilham Arthur 
Murray, RtHnA.Graham(Bute) 
Murray, Charles J.(Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 


Bill. 


Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Abel H.( Hertford, East) 
Smith, H C(N’rth’mb. Tyneside 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 
Stanley,Edwd. Jas. (Somerset) 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stewart,Sir MarkJ.M‘Taggart 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir Jolin M. 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt. Hn. J. G.(Ox. Univ.) 
Thompson, DrEC (Monagh’n,N 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
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Henderson, Sir Alexander 
Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hobhouse, Henry, Somerset, E. 
Hogg, Lindsay 

He ped. F. (Sheffield, Brightside 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jettreys, Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred. 
Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 
Kemp, George 

Kennaway, Kt. Hon.SirJohn H 
Kenyon, Hon. Geo. T. (Denbigh 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W.(Salop. 
King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow 
Lee, Arthur H( Hants.,Fareham ! 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 


Percy, Earl 


Purvis. Robert 


Sir WILLIAM ANSON said the 
Amendment which he wished to move 


had for its main object the carrying 
out of the view which was_ indicated 
in the Amendment accepted by the Com- 
mittee a few days ago that the teaching 
profession should be thrown open in its 
early stages more widely to persons of all 
denominations. Where there were more 
candidates for the post of pupil teacher 
than there were places to be filled, the 
appointment should be made by the local 
education authority, and they should 
determine the respective qualifications of 
the candidates by examination or other- 
wise. He thought the Amendment would 
commend itself to the Committee, and he 
hoped it would be accepted. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘In page 3, line 29, at the end, to insert the 
words, ‘ (3) In any case in which there are more 
candidates for the post of pupil teacher than 
there are places to be filled, the appointment 
shall be made by the local education authority, 
and they shall determine the respective qualifi- 
cations of the candidates by examination or 
otherwise.’ "—(Si7z William Anson.) 


Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Pease, Herbt. Pike( Darlington 
Peel, Hon. Wim. Rbt. Wellesley 
Pemberton, John 8. G. 


Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgyins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 


Rankin, Sir James 
Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Ridley,Hon. M. W (Stalybridge 


Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Valentia, Viscount 

Walrond, Rt. Hn. Sir Wm. H. 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Williams, RtHnJ. Powell-(Birm 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York,E. R.} 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (Yorks.) 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B.Scuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Younger, William 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hood and Mr. Anstruther. 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


*Mr. HERBERT LEWIS (Flint 
Boroughs) said that this Amendment was 
a most disappointing one. During the 
autumn, announcements were made, which 
he supposed would now be regarded as 
entirely unofficial, to the effect that the 
Government intended dealing very liber- 
ally indeed with the general public with 
reference, at any rate, to the lower grades 
of the teaching profession. They were 
led to believe that while the Government 
would insist on the appointment of the 
head teacher being reserved to the de- 
nomination, the appointment of assistant 
teachers and pupil teachers would be 
thrown open. 


Mr. 
that. 


Mr. HERBERT LEWIS said he was 
referring to statements constantly made 
all over the country. 


A. J. BALFOUR asked who said 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: By whom 4 
2Z 
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*Mr. HERBERT LEWIS said they 
were made by newspapers and different 
gentlemen, amongst whom the Member 
for Oxford University, now Secretary of 
the Board of Education, had advocated 
throwing open the lower grades of the 
teaching profession, but he supposed 
that they would now be regarded as 
unofficial in every way. They were 
given to understand that the appoint- 
ment of assistant teacher, as well as 
that of pupil teacher, would be thrown 


open. How had that general expecta- 
tion been met? The appointment of 


pupil teacher was not to be placed 
entirely in the hands of the local educa- 
tion authority. What would happen ! 
He would take the case of a populous 
parish with which he was well ac- 
quainted, and which contained a very 
large number of Nonconformists. In 
that parish not one single pupil teacher 
had been appointed from the ranks of 
Nonconformity for twenty-five years, 
although the schools were attended by 
hundreds of Nonconformist ch Idren. 
In that parish the majority of the local 
managers would in the future, as in the 
past, be clerical. The First Lord of 
the Treasury said some time ago that 
that would be practically impossible ; 
but it would be more than possible in 
the parish to which he was referring, 
and when vacancies in the post of 
pupil teachers were to be filled it 
would be quite possible for the local 
managers to arrange that they should 
be quietly filled without any com- 
petition at all. What provision was 
there in the Bill for advertising such 
vacancies. If the vacancies were not 
advertised, what could be easier than for 
the managers, who would naturally 
desire to keep the appointments in their 
own hands, to fill them up themselves ! 
The hon. Gentleman who moved the 
Amendment said that what the Govern- 


ment wished was to throw open the | 
teaching profession in its earliest stages | 


as widely as possible, and it was in order 
to enable the Government to carry out 


that intention that he would move the} 


Amendment standing in his name, which 
was to omit all the 


beginning to the word ‘“‘the” in line 2. | 
There would be no difficulty at all in the. 


local authority, if they thought fit, 
delegating the appointment to the 
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managers, but his Amendment would 
confer upon them the very necessary 
power of seeing that every possible 
opportunity was given to those who 
might become candidates to hear of the 
vacancies and to be fairly dealt with. 
He ventured to commend the Amend- 
ment to the Government as a reasonable 
and necessary one, if the objects of the 
Secretary of the Board of Education 
were to be carried out. 


(10.35.) Amendment proposed to the 
Amendment— 

“In line 1, to leave out from the beginning, 
to the word ‘the’ in line 2.”—(Vr. Herbert 
Lewis.) 


Tue CHAIRMAN proceeded to put 
the Question, “ That the words proposed 
to be left out stand part of the proposed 
Amendment.” 


Mr. WHITLEY on a point of order 
said that if the question were put in 
that form it would exclude the Amend- 
ment which he had on the Paper, 
which proposed to leave out the word 
“pupil” in line 1, in order to insert 
“assistant”. He asked if the question 
could not be put down to the word “ of ” 
in line 1. 


*THe CHAIRMAN: I am afraid | 
cannot do that. The Amendment of the 
hon. Member would re-open the question 
of the appointment of teachers, and that 
is concluded. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said that, unless 
his memory deceived him, he thought the 
question that all teachers, except head 
teachers, should be appointed irrespective 

_of denomination, had been already dis- 
cussed. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said that the 
only point decided in regard to assistant 
teachers was that they could be appointed 
without any reference to creed at all, 
notwithstanding the trust deeds; but 
nothing. was decided as to who should 
| appoint the assistant teachers. The point 
his hon. friend wished to submit was that 
the whole of the lower grade of the 
‘teaching profession, not merely the pupil 
| teachers, should be included. 
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Sir ROBERT FINLAY said he would 
submit that the matter had been already 
decided. Sub-Section (c) provided that— 

“ The consent of the local education authority 

shall be required to the appointment of teachers, 
but that consent shall not be withheld except 
on educational grounds.” 
They had, therefore, decided that head 
and assistant teachers were to be ap- 
pointed in that way, and he submitted 
that it would be out of order to attempt 
now to overrule that provision. 


Mr. WHITLEY said he submitted 
that in that case the Amendment of the 
Government was also out of order. If 
they had decided the question of assistant 
teachers they had also decided the question 
of pupil teachers. 


*THE CHAIRMAN: I[ thinka distine- 
tion has already been drawn between 
teachers, assistant teachers, and pupil 
teachers. The appointment of teachers 
has been decided, but the appointment 
of assistant teachers has, I think, not been 
decided. Therefore, the hon. Member 
for Halifax is inorder. The trouble has 
really arisen because of the hon. Member 
not having given proper notice of his 
Amendment. I will put the question 
down to the word “of” in line 1. 


Lorp HUGH CECIL(Greenwich)asked 
if he understood the ruling of the Chair 
to be that the word “ teachers ” in sub-Sec- 
tion (¢) only applied to head teachers 4 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY said he would 
submit, on a point of order, that the 
expression “teachers ” in sub-Section (c) 
included assistant teachers, as well as 
head teachers. It was certainly discussed 
on that basis. Pupil teachers were really 
not teachers at all; they were only 
learners. 


*THe CHAIRMAN: I must say it does 
not seem to me to be very clear, 


sir JOHN GORST said he would 
submit, on a point of order, that the 
word teachers” in sub-Section (¢) must 
include, not only head teachers, but also 
assistant teachers and pupil teachers, 
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because in a subsequent part of the sub- 
Section, it was provided that assistant 
teachers and pupil teachers might be 
appointed in a particular way. There- 
fore, it had been practically decided by 
the Committee already that teachers of 
all kinds should be appointed by the 
managers. 


*Tue CHAIRMAN : In that case what 
is the object of the Amendment ? 


Sir WILLIAM ANSON said that on 
the Chairman’s ruling, his Amendment 
appeared to be out of order. He was 
sorry. 


Mr. BRYCE submitted that the 
Amendment was in order, as it applied 
to a case where there were more 
candidates than there were places to fill. 
It was a proviso which would be added 
to the general statement. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON said 
the definition Clause provided that any 
expression to which a special meaning 
was attached should have the same mean- 
ing in this Act as in the Act of 1870. 
In the definition Clause of the Act of 
1870 the term “teachers” included 
assistant teachers, pupil teachers, and so 
on. 


Mr. WHITLEY said that there was 
nothing in Clause 8 which gave the 
appointment of the teachers to any one. 
It dealt with the consent of the appoint- 
ment, but there was not a single word to 
show by whom the appointment was to 
be made. His Amendment dealt with 
the giving of the appointment of a certain 
class of teachers to the local authority. 


*Tue CHAIRMAN : As I have already 
pointed out, there is nothing in the Bill 
which directly gives the appointment of 
teachers. It is clear, I think, on looking 


‘at the definition Clause of the Act of 


1870, that the word “teachers ”’ includes 
assistant teachers and pupil teachers. 
Therefore we have reached this pint, 
that the consent of the local authority 
must now be required to the appoint- 
ment of pupil teachers. Then what is to 
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happen if there were more candidates 
than one? This Amendment suggests 
means of ascertaining which of those 
candidates are to be appointed and the 
decision is to be taken, not by the 
managers, but by the local education 
authority. Therefore I think the 
Amendment is in order. I will only put 
the words down to “ pupil.” 


Mr. DISRAELI (Cheshire, Altrinc- 
ham) asked, if sub-Section (-) governed 
the appointment of teachers, did not that 
also carry with it the question as to 
who should appoint them ? 


*THE CHAIRMAN: Not necessarily. 
This Amendment says that if there are 
two or more candidates then certain 
things are to happen. It may be that if 
there is only one candidate the appoint- 
ment may be made by the managers 
under sub-Section (¢), subject to the 
confirmation of the local education 
authority; but if there are two or more 
candidates then another state of things 
will arise. 


Mr. HENRY HOBHOUSE said if the 
opening words were omitted, as proposed 
by the hon. Member, they would have 
the provision as to the appointment of 
pupil teachers, pure and simple, which 
had already been dealt with. 


Mr. HERBERT LEWIS said that the 
question his right hon. friend had 
raised was pertectly clear. It was 
that sub-Section (c) drew a distinc- 
tion between head teachers on the one 
hand, and assistant and pupil teachers 
on the other, and that it did not deal in 
any way with the actual appointment of 


either assistant teachers or pupil teachers. , 


*Tue CHAIRMAN: I think the real 
solution of the difficulty is that the 
Amendment suggested by the hon. 


Member for Flint Boroughs is out of | 


order, because he proposes something 
that is already in the Bill, namely, that 


the appointment of the pupil teachers | 


must be subject to the consent of the 
The Chairman, 
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Bill, 
local authority. I think the hon. Mem- 
ber for Halifax will be in order if he 
proposes to insert the words “ assistant 
and ” before the word “ pupil.” 


Mr. BOND (Nottingham, E.) reminded 
the Committee that sub-Section (¢) dealt 
with the appointment of teachers, and 


, provided that the consent of the local 


authority should be required. The 
Amendment of his hon. friend now 
suggested that in certain instances the 
appointment should be made by the 
local authority. Surely that was incon- 
sistent with sub-Section (c¢), because in 
such a case the local authority would 
be consenting to an appointment mace 
by itself. 


Mr. WHITLEY then moved to insert 


“assistant and” before “pupil.” He 
said pupil teachers were apprentices. 
These young people became pupil 


teachers before they entered the train- 
ing colleges, and it would be a cruel 
hardship if the Government said to this 
large class of civil servants, “ We will 
accept you as apprentices, we will take 
you after examination on your merits. 
but after your apprenticeship you shall 
have no employment.” That was practi- 
cally what the Government would do 
unless they accepted his Amendment. 
They would admit a large class to a 
great profession under an entire illusion, 
and deny them employment after they 
had served their apprenticeship, practi- 
cally for no wages at all, through years 
of drudgery. Moreover, while the 
Government proposed to throw open the 
apprenticeship, they were at the same 
time keeping closed the doors of two- 
thirds of the training colleges which 
afforded the only means by which pupil 
teachers could obtain the training 
required for their profession. Pupil 
teachers were simply apprentices, and he 
hoped soon to see the system abolished 
in favour of a much better way of 
training teachers. What possible reason 
could the Government have for refusing 
this Amendment? The protection of the 
headmasterships was in the hands of the 
managers, and if there was any sincerity 
in the words used in this contest — 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Which word: ! 
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Mr. WHITLEY said the First}Lord of 
the Treasury had over and over again 
stated that he desired to do every 
possible justice to Nonconformists 
consistent with the maintenance of the 
denominational character of the teaching. 
It those words had any real meaning, 
the right hon. Gentleman was bound, 
seeing that the managers retained the 
appointment of the headmasters, and 
thus secured the denominationalcharacter 
of the teaching, to concede that Amend- 
ment. Even then the provision would 
iall a long way short of what he con- 
sidered to be justice. It was a terrible 
mockery of justice to hold ouc to half 
the people of the country an entrance 
merely to the apprenticeship, and then 
by tests to close the doors of the training 
colleges, and half the situations after- 
wards available, against them. 
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Amendment proposed to the proposed 
A\mendment— 


** After the firstiword ‘ of.’ to insert the words 
‘assistant and.’ ”—(Mr Whitley.) 


{Juestion proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted in the proposed 
Amendment.” 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I cannot con- 
gratulate the hon. Member and his friends 
on the manner in which they have received 
an Amendment which undoubtedly, in 
full and express terms, does absolutely 
remove once and for ever a grievance 
with the reiteration of which they have 
stunned the Committee. I remember 
past debates on this subject long before 
the Bill was born or thought of, and a 
reply which the hon. Member for the 
Carnarvon Boroughs made to me when 
I was explaining that the existing system 
of voluntary and board schools was not one 
as to which any section of the population 
had ground for complaint, and that if 
there were any injustice or inequality in 
it that defect existed on both sides. The 
hon. Member got up and said that that 
was all very well; Churchmen, Roman 
Catholics, and Wesleyans might suffer 
under the board school system, but, on 
the other hand, the Nonconformists 
suffered under the single school Church 
system, and there was one grievance that 
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no one could deny, viz., the pupil-teacher 
grievance, which we now absolutely 
remove. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: 


teacher grievance. 


I said the 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No, the pupil- 
teacher grievance. One has only to look 
at the literature on the subject to see 
the pupil teachers over and over again 
used as the great stalking horse of Non- 
conformist grievance. [Several voices 
from the Opposirion: “And the 
teachers.”] That is another grievance. 


Mr. TREVELYAN: This is the first 


time you have recognised it. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I did not say 
I agreed it was a grievance. Are we not 
to be allowed to deal with one thing at a 
time? This is a specific grievance, differ- 
ent from the other grievance and wholly 
separate from it. It has always been 
treated as separate from it, and has 
figured in the controversy as separate 
from it. [Cries of “No.”] We bring 
forward an Amendment dealing with it 
completely and absolutely, and then, after 
some observations by a Welsh Member— 
to whose speech I will not further allude as 
his Amendment has been ruled out of 
order—an hon. Member representing a 
Yorkshire constituency gets up and says 
that not only does he not admit that 
this grievance, which has been constantly 
alleged, has been dealt with, but that the 
Amendment makes the situation worse 
than it ever was, and it is a mere 
mockery. 


Mr. WHITLEY : I did not say that it 
made the situation worse than it was, but 
I did say that it was a mockery. 


Mr. HERBERT LEWIS: I did not use 
any words such as the right hon. Gentle- 
man has suggested 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: If I misrepre- 
sented the hon. Gentleman I am sorry, 
but the hon. Member for Halifax said 
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that unless the provision is extended to 
those learning and those practising 
the profession we are guilty of nothing 
short of mockery. Just consider what 
this Bill does for the teaching pro- 
fession and for the Nonconformist 
portion of it. For the first time it 
enables the local authority to provide 
secondary education for Nonconformists ; 
for the first time it enables the education 
authority to provide training colleges 
for Nonconformist teachers; for the 
first time it thrusts aside the trust deeds 
of voluntary schools so that Noncon- 
formists can be elected to all posts except 
the headmastership ; it demolishes the 
Nonconformist grievance; and yet, with 
all that, hon. Gentlemen object that it is 
a mockery, knowing all the time that if 
they came into power tomorrow they 
could do nothing to reform the existing 
system. After all, I have done my best 
with this Bill, largely with a view to 
remedying Nonconformist grievances. I 
quite grant that I never anticipated grati- 
tude from Nonconformist politicians. | 
admit I have not gotit; but, however 
that may be, I hope the House will pursue 
the policy which the Government have 
indicated, and that they will remove 
those grievances completely without 
confusing them with an entirely different 
question. 


(11.5.) Mr. BRYCE did not desire to 
imitate the somewhat unnecessary heat 
which the righthon. Gentleman had intro- 
duced into a debate which had been 
singularly pacific and conducted with 
good humour on both sides. He wished 
to point out why the right hon. Gentle- 
men and the Ministry must not expect 
what the right hon. Gentleman called 
gratitude. 


Mr. A. J. 
expect it. 


BALFOUR: I do not 


Mr. BRYCE: The right hon. Gentle- 
man admitted that he did expect it, 
because he spoke in a tone of disappoint- 
ment. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: There is a 
medium between gratitude and being 


Mr, A. J. Balfour, 
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told thatj. what vou 
mockery. 


are doing is a 


Mr. BRYCE, continuing, said that if 
his hon. friend had used any word which 
had ruffled the right hon. Gentleman's 
susceptibilities he was doubtless sorry for 
it. After all, the Ministry were not 
there in the position of a despotic 
monarch who out of the plenitude of 
his grace threw down favours to his 
helpless subjects. The Opposition were 
there as British citizens. They con- 
sidered that the system of education 
which had gone on in this country from 
1870 was one which ought never to have 
been admitted or tolerated by the Non- 
conformists. It had been a standing 
injustice to them, and they considered 
that this injustice was aggravated by 
the Bill, and that all the concessions. so 
called, made did not in their totality 
amount to anything like the additional 
injury which was inflicted upon those 
who objected to sectarian schools by 
being required to support them out otf 
the rates. That being so, there was no 
question whatever of any spirit of sub- 
missive gratitude and obligation. 


Sir WILLIAM ANSON reminded the 
right hon. Gentleman that in moving 
the Amendment he made no suggestion 
of either concession or gratitude. What 
he said was that it would serve two 
purposes—first, to open the teaching 
profession more widely than betore; 
secondly, to put into the hands of the 
local authority the means of beginning 
a system in the general organisation of 
the training of teachers. 


Mr. BRYCE said he was not referring 
to the words of the hon. Gentleman, 
who no doubt introduced the Amend- 


,ment in the best possible spirit. He 


rose simply because the Prime Minister s 
language betrayed a misconception of 
the feeling with which the Bill was 
regarded by the Opposition, and as 
to the way in which they ought to 
conduct the discussion. They were there 
as Members of the House of Commons, 
all having equal rights, representing 
constituencies with equal rights, and they 
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would debate the Bill 
what they believed to be 
interests of the country. 
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with a view to 
the hest 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS said he did not 
know what had ruffled the Prime 
Minister. Apparently he did not mind 
heing opposed by Wales alone or by 
Yorkshire alone, but what he objected 
to very much was a combination of Wales 
and Yorkshire. He agreed with his right 
hon. friend that they had no cause to be 
grateful for this Bill, but if the right hon. 
Gentleman would indicate to him what 
was a happy medium between an allega- 
tion of mockery on the one hand and an 
expression of gratitude on the other he 
would be glad to take that line. What 
was the Amendment? It seized upon an 
admission of the Government that here- 
after they had a right to expect that the 
pupil teachers should be elected by the 
local authority in certain events, and 
the Opposition wanted to know what was 
the difference in this matter between 
pupil teachers and assistant teachers. 
Nonconformists could no longer hope in 
the future to secure the position of head 
teacher in denominational schools. 
With regard to the pos'tion of every 
other teacher, he contended that Non- 
conformists ought to be as eligible as 
any other section of the community. It 
was a very extraordinary thing, but his 
hon. and learned triend the Attorney- 
General had stated that a pupil teacher 
was not a teacher at all. It had been 
said that the pupil teacher system now 
in vogue was destined to be destroyed 
verysoon. Hewasratherinclinedtothink 
that the late Vice-President of the Council 
was a greater influence outside the 
Government than in it, and the right 
hon. Gentleman had never concealed his 
opinion that the pupil teacher system in 
this country was an evil and ought to 
be destroyed as soon as possible. If the 
present pupil teacher system was about 
tocome to an end, what was the value 
of the Amendment of the Government 
as a concession to Nonconformists ? 
This Amendment was only allowing 
Nonconformists to have the appointment 
of something which was going to vanish 
very shortly. What was the use of an 
Amendment of that description? If they 
were establishing a scheme for pupil 
teachers as a permanent part of their 
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educational system, then, of course, this 
Amendment would be some extension of 
the rights which Nonconformists could 
properlydemand. But whentheysaid that 
the present system was an evil one, what 
in the name of goodness was the mean- 
ing of an Amendment when the system 
would soon come toanend? The Amend- 
ment was to the effect that assistant 
teachers should be appointed in the same 
way as the pupil teachers. The hon. 
Member for Somerset stated that in 
order to preserve the denominational 
character of the schools, they ought to 
keep in the hands of the denomination 
the appointment of the head teacher. 
Would hon. Gentlemen opposite like to 
be told that in all the other schools in the 
country Churchmen would be disqualified 
from being assistant teachers? The 
general system might be divided in two 
parts, namely, the Anglican schools and 
the board schools. This Bill sought to 
exclude from every position in the 
denominational schools anybody who 
was not a member of the Church of 
England. How would hon. Gentlemen 
opposite like that kind of justice meted 
out to them, and be told that no member 
of the Church of England was entitled 
to come in as teacher in a board school ? 
Every argument that could be adduced 
in favour of the Amendment of the 
Secretary to the Board of Education 
could be used with equal force in favour 
of the Amendment of his hon. friend. 
Under these circumstances he thought 
they had an absolute right to demand 
that in denominational schools they 
should throw open the teaching pro- 
fession, with the exception of the head 
teacher, without reference to any de- 
nomination. 


Mr. TREVELYAN said the Prime 
Minister had stated that he could not 
congratulate the Opposition upon the way 
in which they had received this supposed 
concession. He thought they had a 
right to retort that they could not con- 
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gratulate the right hon. Gentleman upon 
the way he had received the Amendment 
of his hon. friend. He thought the 
Amendment deserved more attention 
than the First Lord of the Treasury had 
given to it, because it had an episcopal 
origin—it was the proposal of the Bishop 
of Hereford. Although this was an 
Amendment which they did not regard 
as entirely satisfactory, yet it had the 
support of a large number of people 
outside the House. Although a great 
many people agreed that the head 
teacher ought to be appointed by the 
denomination, yet they held the opinion 
that the assistant teachers ought to be 
appointed by the local authority. Not 
only had the Amendment of his hon. 
friend an episcopal origin, but it also 
had the Birm ngham imprimatur upon 
it. At the Liberal Unionist Conference 
in Birmingham amongst the questions 
put by the Colonial Secretary was “ With 
a view of safeguarding religious instruc- 
tion are you ready to leave the election 
of the head teacher in the hands of the 
managers’? That obviously meant that 
the appointment of the assistant teachers 
should be in the hands of somebody else. 
The supporters of the Colonial Secretary 
voted by an immense majority in favour 
of that proposal. Therefore this Amend- 
ment should not be treated with such 
scant courtesy as not to have a word 
said about it by the Premier, and he 
might at least have treated an Amend- 
ment which had the sanction of the 
Colonial Secretary, and which, he be- 
lieved, had the sanction of more than 


one bishop, with some respect. 


*(11.20.) Mr. LUCAS (Portsmouth) 


said there was an old saying that “ What 
Mr. Trevelyan. 
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Lancashire thinks today, England will 
It seemed to him to 
be the opposite in regard to this debate, 
for it appeared that what Wales and 
Yorkshire thought today, England 
thought yesterday. He had listened to 
the debate with great interest, and his 
opinion, from what had taken place, was 
that hon. Members opposite were en- 
deavouring inch by inch, and bit by bit, 
to rob the voluntary schools of that 
authority which it was intended in the 
original draft of the Bill to give them. 
The right hon. Baronet the member for 
the Berwick Division this 
made a 


1292 


think tomorrow.” 


afternoon 
speech which was intended 
to make a very serious inroad into the 
rights which still remained under the 
Bill to the 
thought it was only proper that some 
hon. Member on this side should stand 
up and assert that voluntary schools 
should not be robbed, as it seemed to 
him they were being robbed, of their 
rights. From the drift of the speeches 
which had been made by hon. Gentlemen 


voluntary schools. He 


opposite their one effort appeared to be 
to take away from the voluntary schools 
such privileges as the Bill would give 
them. The tendency of the Bill as origin- 
ally introduced was to leave considerable 
powers with the managers, but asthe debate 
went on the growing tendency seemed 
to be to take away powers from the 
managers and hand them over to the 


local authority. A large number of 
people in the country were watching 


He did not 


presume to dictate to the House, or to 


this Bill very carefully. 


speak as an expert upon educational 
matters, but he thought it was well that 
from time to time ordinary Members of 
the House should stand up and express 


the views of their constituents just to 
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show that they were there, and let the | 
Committee know that they were pledged 

to represent the interests of voluntary | 
schools and they ought not by their | 
silence to allow those interests to suffer 

without an occasional protest. In 

making these persistent attempts to rob 
voluntary schools of their rights and 
their privileges hon. Gentlemen oppiteos 

were bringing forward grievances which 

had never been heard of before. Many 

hon. Members sitting on the Ministerial 

side of the House did not wish to waste 

time by intervening too frequently in 

the debate, but he thought it was their 

duty to let the Government know that 

they objected to voluntary schools being 

handed over lock, stock, and barrel to 

the local authority. 


Education 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said the hon. 
Member for had just 
informed the that they 
were hearing now for the first time of 


Portsmouth 
Committee 


some Nonconformist grievances. Even 
the Prime Minister had admitted this 
evening that there was a grievance in 
reference to pupil teachers years ago. 
He wished to ask the Prime Minister if 
he had just been out to look the matter 
up. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No, Ihave not. | 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said he had 
some, hope that, before the Prime 
Minister left office he ‘would, have an 
opportunity of dealing] with the larger 
Nonconformist grievances. He invited 
the right hon. Gentleman to deal with 
those grievances now because he did not 
think he would have much of an oppor- 
tunity later on. The Prime Minister 
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said that Nonconformists had no griev- 
ances at all after those concessions had 
been made, and he stated that this Bill 
had been introduced in order to remedy 
Nonconformist grievances. It was a very 
extraordinary thing that this Bill should 
be exactly on the lines of the demands 
made not by the Free Church Council 
but by Convocation. Consequently, they 
were in this extraordinary position—that 
the real exponents of Nonconformist 
views were not the Free Church Council 
but the Archbishop of Canterbury and 
the bishops and clergy in Convocation 
assembled. He could quite understand 
why the Prime Minister mistook the 
Nonconformist view, for it was because 
he went to the wrong quarter. He 
assured the Minister that the 
noble Lord the Member for Greenwich 
was not the exponent or the advocate 
of Free Church principles. With 
regard to the combination referred to 
between Wales and Yorkshire he might 
be allowed to point out that a similar 


Prime 


union existed in the eleventh and twelfth 
centuries when they were supposed to be 
the best singers, and they had kept up 
their reputation in this respect up to the 
[An Hon. MEMBER: “ Yes, 
Just as they were in har- 


present day. 
you have.” | 
mony then with Yorkshire then they 
were in harmony on this Bill. His hon. 
friend had said that the Amendment put 
forward by the Government was a pure 
mockery, and he had no hesitation in 
supporting that statement. Suppose they 
had at Sandhurst the whole system of 
cadets thrown open to every creed? [An 
Hon. Member: “ That is so at present,”] 
Suppose they laid it down,that two-thirds 
of the commissions in the Army should 
be confined to members of a particular 
creed, would it,not be a mockery after 


that to throw open the places for cadets 
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to all denominations? One had almost 


to apologise in the House of Commons for 


mentioning Wales, but Welshmen had to | 


pay rates like anybody else. [An Hon. 
MEMBER: “But you say you will not 
Yes, but the 
Government had got to collect that rate. 
How would this 


Wales ? 


sented there were ninety schools in which 


pay the education rate.”] 


proposal operate in 


In the country which he repre- 


Nonconformist children could serve their 
apprenticeships. According to this pro- 
posal Nonconformist children could serve 
in the whole of those ninety schools, but 
when their time was finished eighty of 
those schools would say to them, “ Oh, 
you cannot come here,” and there would 
only be ten schools out of the ninety in 
which they could utilise their services. 
{An Hon. Member: They are not obliged 
to stick to one county.”| Practically the 
hon. Member opposite said, “ Let them 
go elsewhere; drive them out of their 
own county.” [An Hon. MEMBER: 
“What about Halifax?”] At Halifax 
they had a very liberal system, under 
which even the hon. Member who inter- 
The 


present proposal was a perfectly unfair 


rupted would be treated fairly. 
system, and from the point of view of the 
State it was a mockery to say that these 


pupil teachers were to be trained at the 


expense of the State and then to say that | 


the schools in the 


land “No Nonconformists need ap ply.’ 


in two-thirds of 


They might even be better teachers, 
but nevertheless they were going to say 
to them, “ We have no need of your 


That 


was the way the Government proposed to 


services because of your creed.” 


deal with this question, andthen the Prime 


Minister complained that Nonconformists | 


were not grateful for such concessions. 

The right hon. Gentleman said that if 

the Opposition came into power they 
Mr. Lloyd-George. 
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could not have done this wonderful thing, 
| but let the Government give them the 
chance. If the right hon. Gentleman had 
any doubt on this question let him submit 
this Bill for the redress of Nonconformist 
grievances to the judgment of the country, 
In this case he could not offer the electors 
an extra shilling a day, as was done at 
Devonport. The Secretary to the Board 
of Education, upon the second reading 
of this Bill, said he was in favour of throw- 
ing open the lower grades of the teaching 
profession toevery body without distinction 
Did the hon. Gentleman adhere 
If he did, then he 
ought to support the Amendment of his 
hon. friend the Member for Halifax. Did 
the Secretary to the Board of Education 


of creed. 


to that view now ? 


agree that it was a right and just thing to 
extend this privilege to the lower grades 
of the teaching profession? If so, what 
did he say about the charge brought by 
the Prime Minister against the Noncon- 
formists because they had moved an 
Amendment which was the very proposal 
suggested by the Secretary to the Board 


| of Education. 


Mr. BOND: The charge was that his 


proposal was a mockery. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: 
and there was nothing which proved it 
the 
made by the hon. Member himself. This 


So it was, 


more conclusively than statement 


was not the first time in the course 
of these discussions that the Noncon- 
formist grievances had been admitted, 
but although they were admitted the 
Government said they would not remedy 
them. That was because there were 
hon. Members to remind them of the 
behind who desired to take 


| another course. 


forces 
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(11.36.) Lorp HUGH CECIL said the 


hon. Member in his interesting speech 
made use 


Education 


of an ingenious analogy 
between pupil teachers in schools and 
It did not occur to him 
that a much more appropriate analogy 


army cadets. 


was to be drawn between army chaplains 
and the teachers who gave religious 
instruction in schools. At any rate 
they had this in common, that both 
were teachers of religion. No one 
supposed that it was a grievance to 
of the denominations concerned 
that they could not hold the chaplaincies 


attached to the other denomination, 


any 


although the whole fabric and pay was 
borne by the State. No Nonconformist 
said ‘* What a shame that I can’t be a 
Church of England chaplain.” [An 
Hon. Member: “They are not trained 
by the State.”"] What difference did 
that They were paid by the 
State. 
about pupil teachers. 


make ? 

Hon. Members were all agreed 
Every teacher of 
religion must be to some extent under 
restriction. He must be a person deemed 
suitable to teach religion. They could 
not escape from it in an undenomina- 
tional school, except by admitting a 
very much worse evil, if they escaped 
at all. In 


religion avowedly Christian was taught. 


a denominational school 


How could they admit to a school to 
teach Christianity a person who rejected 
Christianity ? If they did it would be an 
intolerable grievance to those whosent their 
children totheschool and who believed that 
they were being brought up in Christianity 
by persons who believed in that religion. 
The only real logical result of the hon. 
Member's speech was to have simply a 
secular system and have no religious 
teaching at all. Would the hon. Member 
go tothe country on that issue? He 


must shrink from that alternative. 
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Bill, 
Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE : I have always 
said that in this House. 
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Lorp HUGH CECIL said his com- 
plaint was that knowing a secular system 
was impossible, and that they must have 
a religious system, hon. Members opposite 
tried to make cheap capital about religious 
tests. Everybody knew that if they had 
a religious system they must have tests. 
If hon. Members opposite wished to 
abolish tests they must go in fora secular 
system, and if so, they ought to spare 
the Committee the rhetoric which they 
had inflicted. That was his answer to 
the hon. Gentleman. 
Government was not to exalt one ce- 


The object of the 


nomination at the expense of another. 
They were asked on this side how they 
should themselves like to submit to such 
They should receive it with 
If the hon. Member 


a_ test. 
absolute enthusiasm. 
for Carnarvon would get up and propose 
a denominational system he should be one 
of his warmest supporters. The fact was 
that the teachers existed for the children, 
and not the children for the teachers. 
Therefore every consideration must stand 
on one side where the welfare of the 
children was concerned, and it was 
for that that they had all 


along supported not merely the de- 


reason 


nominational character of their schools 


but the denominational character of 


the teachers in these schools. It was 
on that ground that they had brought 
forward the Bill and on which they 


would go to the country. 


Mr. ALFRED DAVIES (Carmarthen 
Boroughs) hoped the Prime Minister 
after his warm speech would reconsider 
the matter and try to accept the Amend- 


ment. Many hon. Members sent their 
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sons to our public schools where there 
were Nonconformists as under masters. 
As they did that, why should they not con- 
sent to have Nonconformists as well as 
Conformists as assistant teachers in all 
schools maintained from rates and taxes 
throughout the country. He would 
give one out of several instances of 
Nonconformists being under masters at 
our great public schools. Now, at 
Rugby for some years, Mr. Paton, a 
Nonconformist, was one of their under 
masters; he is now head master of 
University College School. Further, 
he was informed that in our public 
schools, under masters were elected with- 
out any reference to religion. Is this 
Opposition to the Amendment, there- 
fore, real on the part of some Members ? 
It was an unjust Bill, and it was im- 
possible to make it acceptable to Non- 
conformists Unless it could be completely 
changed from beginning to end. Did 
the Tory Party remember the time 
when a Bill, unacceptable to them, was 
before the House, they said, ‘“ Ulster 


{COMMONS} 








Bill. 

will fight, Ulster will be right.” 
conformists were too patriotic to fight 
with the sword, but they would protest 
against the Bill in every way possible. 
The Prime Minister was so amiable at 
the Welsh dinner the other day, that he 
confidently ventured to appeal to him to 
mete out justice to the majority of the 
people outside the State Church in the 
matter of education. If the Prime 
Minister’s amiability could be assured 
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Non- 


on all occasions, he ventured to believe 
that they would cheerfully entertain 
him once a week instead of once in six 
years. Nonconformists only wanted 
He hoped the House 


would consider whether it would not 


their just rights. 


be an act of justice to the peuple of this 
land to allow the best assistant teachers 
to be appointed without any reference 
to State Church religion. 


(11.43.) Question put. 


Committee divided :—Ayes, 35°; Noes, 
197. (Division List No. 451.) 


AYES. 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) 


Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Brigg, John 

Broadhurst Henry 

Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Burns, John 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cremer, William Randal 
Dalziel, James Henr 

Divies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Duncan, J. (Hastings) 
Edwards, Frank 
Evans,Samuel T. (Glamorgan) | Levy, Maurice 


Mr, Alfred Davies. 


Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co. Lewis, John Herbert 
Allen, CharlesP.(Glouc.,Stroud | Fowler, Kt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Grey, Rt. Hon. Sir E. (Berwick) 
| Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
| Harmsworth, R. (Leicester) 
| Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
| Helme, Norval Watson 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
| Horniman, Frederick John 
| Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
| Jacoby, James ‘ ‘fred 
| Joicey, Sir Jam 
| Kearley, Hudson . 
Kitson, Sir James 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) | Labouchere, Henry 
| Lambert, George 
| Layland-Barrart, Francis 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 
Leng, Sir John 


Lough, Thomas 

Maenamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Laren, Sir Charles Benjamin 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mather, Sir William 

Morgan J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Newnes, Sir George 

Norman, Henry 

Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Partington, Oswald 

Pearson, Sir Weetman D. 
Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Perks, Robert William 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Price, Robert John 

Priestley, Arthur 

| Rea, Russell 

| Reckitt, Harold James 


| 
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Rickett, J. Compton 

Reberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Runciman, Walter 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J.(Maneh’r) 
Balfour, RtHnGerald W. (Leeds 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Beresford, Ld. Charles William 
Bignold, Arthur 

bigwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Bull, William James 

Butcher, John George 

Carew, James Laurence 
Carlile, William Walter 
Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon. J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain, RtHonJ A( Wore. 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Caurehill, Winston Spencer 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 

Chive, Captain Perey A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Colomb,SirJ ohnCharlesReady 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 

Cook, Sir Fredrick Lucas 
Cox,frwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley- 
Digby, John K. D. Wingtield- 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dixon-HartlandSirFred Dixon 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford,Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
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Spencer, Rt Hn.C. R(Northants 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E.) 
| Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R.) 
| Tomkinson, James 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
! Walton,JohnLawson(Leeds,S. 
| Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
| Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 


NOES, 


Dyke, Rt. Hn. Sir William Hart 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson,Rt.Hn.SirJ.(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald,Sir Robert Penrose- 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edw. Algernon 
Forster, Henry William 
Foster, PhilipS.(Warwick,S. W 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gibbs, Hon. Vieary (St. Albans) 
Godson, Sir AugustusFrederick 
Gore, HnG. R. COrmsby-(Salop 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, SirEW(B’ryS Edm’nds 
Greene, Henry D.(Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W.Raymond-(Cambs.) 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Groves, James Grimble 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hamilton, Rt HnLordG(Midd’x 
Hardy,Laurence(Kent, Ashfrd 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Sir Alexander 
Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset,E 
Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope, J. F.(Shetiield Brightside 
Hoult, Joseph 
Howard,John(Kent,Faversh’m 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jetfreys, Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred. 
Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 
Johnstone, 1?sywood 

Kemp, ¢ a 

Kenne yut. Hon. SirJohnH. 
Kenyvu, Hon. Geo. T. (Denbigh 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W.(Salop. 
Keswick, William 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Law, Andrew Bonar, (Glasgow 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lee, ArthurH.(Hants., Fareham 
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Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Herbert Gladstone and 
Mr. William M‘Arthur. 


Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col. Chas. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, ReginaldJ.( Portsmouth) 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Maedona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Iver, Sir L. (Edinburgh, W. 
M‘Killop,James(Stirlingshire) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Manners, Lord Cecil 
Montagu,jG. (Huntingdon) 
Montagu, Hon.J. Scott (Hants 
More, Robt. Jasper (Shropshire 
Morgan,DavidJ.(W Ithamst'w 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, RtHn A.Graham/(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Nolan,Col. John P. (Galway,N) 
Pease, Herbert Pike(Darlingt n 
Peel, Hn.Wm.RobertW ellesley 
Pemberton, John 8S. G. 

Perey, Earl 

Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Rankin, Sir James 

Ratelitf. R. F. 

Remnant, James Farquharson 
Ridley,Hn.M. W. (Stalybridge 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheftield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Sackville, Col. 8S. G. Stopford- 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seely,Maj.J.E.B.(Isleof Wight 
Seton-Karr, Henryj 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas; 
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Smith,Abel H.(Hertford, East) 
Smith, HC(North’mb. Tyneside 
Smith,James Parker(Lanarks. 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 
Stanley, Edward Jas. (Somerset: 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stewart,Sir Mark J.M‘Taggart 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 


Adjournment of 


{COMMONS} 


Talbot, RtHn.J.G.(Oxf'd Univ. 

Thompson, Dr EC(Monagh’n,N 

Thornton, Perey M. 

Tollemache, Henry James 

Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 

Valentia, Viscount 

| Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 

| Walrond,RtHn.Sir. WilliamH. 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 

| Willox, Sir John Archibald 
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Wilson, A.Stanley( Y ork, E.R.) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (Yorks.) 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Younger, William 


TELLERS FOR THE NoOES— 
Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hoodand Mr. Anstruther. 





Question, “ That those words be there 
inserted,” put, and agreed to. 


CoLonEL KENYON-SLANEY (Shrop- 
shire, he 
move the Amendment standing in his 


Newport) said wished to 
name as follows— 

“In page 3, line 29, at end, to insert— 
‘ Religious instruction shall be given in a school 
not provided by the local education authority, 
in accordance with the tenour of the provisions 
(if any) of the trust deed relating thereto, and 
shall be under the control of the managers.’” 
The hon. and gallant Gentleman said 
there was not time at that hour to enter 
into a detailed explanation of the objects 
of the Amendment. [Cries of “ Progress.” | 
He was perhaps entitled to ask that 
Progress be reported. 


After a brief consultation with the 
right hon. Gentleman on the Treasury 
Bench, 


CoLONEL KENYON-SLANEY, 
spoke amid cries of ‘‘ Progress,” said the 
Amendment had certain obiects which he 
thought would appeal to the Committee. 


who 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs), intervening: Really, 
Sir, the House of Commons is being 
My hon. 


friend must do one thing or the other. 


played with. and gallant 


CoLoNnEL KENYON-SLANEY: Well 
Sir, I have an exceedingly good precedent 
for taking more courses than one. 


It being Midnight, the Chairman 
left the Chair to make his Report to 
the House. 


Committee report Progress. 
To sit again Tomorrow. 


EXPIRING LAWS CONTINUANCE BLLL 


Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee. ) 


Preamble. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That this be the Preamble of the Bit],” 


Committee report Progress, 
To sit again Tomorrow. 


Mr. SPEAKER, in pursuance of the 
Order of the House of the 16th October, 
adjourned the House without Question 
| put. 


He must move his Amendment or move 


to report Progress. But, as a matter 


of fact, he is doing both. 


Adjourned at five minutes after 
Twelve o'clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Friday, 31st October, 1902. 


Questions. 


The House met at Twelve of the clock. 


ADJOURNMENT. 

Resolved, That this House, at the 
rising of the House this day, do adjourn 
till Monday next.—(Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hood.) 


PETITIONS. 

CANADIAN CATTLE (IMP¢ IRTATION).§ 

Petitions for abolition of restrictions : 
from ‘Tantobie; Port Glasgow: Sur- 
biton ; Mansfield ; and East Kirkby ; to 
jie upon the Table. 

CLUBS REGISTRATION (SCOTLAND) 

BILL. 

> Petition from Baptist Union of Seot- 
. land, in favour ; to lie upon the Table. 


~ 


= EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
: BILL. 


Petitions against: from Hull; and 
Ashwater ; to lie upon the Table. 
“ EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
. BILL. 
from Tan- 
Mansfield ; 


Petitions for alteration: 
tobie: Honley; Surbiton ; 


’ Kirkby in Ashfield; and Edinburgh ; 


to lieupon the Table. 
EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
BILL. 


Petition from Ashton-in-Makerfield, 
in favour; to lie upon the Table. 


~ PREVENTION OF{CORRUPTION IN 
- TRADE. 


Petitions for legislation: trom Tan- 

to lie upon the Table. 

SOUTH AFRICA (BRITISH INDIAN SUB. 
JECTS IN THE TRANSVAAL AND 
ORANGE RIVER COLONY). 

Petition from London, for redress of 
erievances ; to lie upon the Table. 


SUNDAY TRADING (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petition of the Baptist Union of Scot- 
land, in favour ; to lie upon the Table. 
DUKE OF NORTHUMBERLAND v. 
ANDERSON AND OTHERS. 
Petition of Charles Gibbons May, 





; 
i 


Solicitor, of 49, Linecoln’s Inn Fields, 


VOL. CXIII. [Founrn SErtes.} 


(31 OcToBER 1902} 


tobie ; Honley ; Surbiton ; and Mansfield ; 
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| praying for leave for the proper officer 
to attend at the High Court of Justice, 
and produce documents. 


Questions. 


Leave given to the proper officer to 
attend accordingly. —(Mr. Caldwell.) 





RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
POLICE (METROPOLIS). 
_ Copy presented, of Report of the 
Commissioner of Police of the Metropolis 
for the year 1901 {by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


LAND LAW (IRELAND) ACT, 1887 
(EVICTION NOTICES). 

Copy presented, of Return of Eviction 
Notices filed during the quarter ended 
30th September, 1902 [by Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table. 

SUPERANNUATION. 
_ Return presented, relative 
fordered 30th October ; Mr. 
Fisher]; to lie upon the Table. 


thereto 
Hayes 


Paper laid upon the Table by the 
Clerk of the House :— 
CHARITABLE ENDOWMENTS (LONDON), 
Further teturn relative thereto 
fordered 2nd August, 1894; Mr. Francis 
Stevenson]; to be printed. [No. 364.] 
QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Military Hospital Accommodation at 
Shorncliffe. 

Stir EDWARD SASSOON (Hythe): 
To ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether his attention has been drawn 
to a contemplated isolation hospital for 
infectious cases contiguous to the 
military hospital at Shorncliffe, and close 
tothe main road from Hythe to Sand- 
gate; and whether, in view of the 
injury that will be inflicted upon the 
inhabitants of those districts, he will 
consider the expediency of establishing 
such an institution on another site. 


(danswered hy Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
The whole question of hospital accom- 
modation at Shorneliffe is under con- 
sideration ; the point raised by my hon. 
friend will be borne in mind when 
deciding upon final sites for the build- 
Ings. 


3A 
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Rating of Crown Property. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): To 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury if he 
will state the total valuation of Crown 
property in England, Ireland, and Scot- 
land respectively, and the total amount 
of Treasury bounty in lieu of rates paid 
thereon, the amount withheld from any 
and what local authority in the three 
kingdoms, in consequence of the 
Brockley Park decision; and why, as 
the Crown are not liable to pay rates on 
any property, this decision has been | 
availed of to repudiate liability in respect | 
of contributions to rates for royal parks, | 
which were never rateable ; will he state | 
what new legal principle affecting rate- | 
ability this case decided, which led the | 
Treasury into withholding contributions 
for royal parks; and why were the | 
responsible law officers of the Crown in | 
the three kingdoms not consulted before | 











the ‘Treasury undertook to decide that | consequence of 


{COMMONS} 
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Questions. 


(Answered by Mr. Hayes Fisher.) The 
total valuation (rateable value) of 
property in the occupation of the Crown 
for the public service, excluding telephone 
trunk wires, telegraph property acquired 
under the Telegraph Acts, 1868 and 
1869, and property in charge of the 
Commissioners of His Majesty’s Woods 
and Forests, is— 


£ 
In England 1,402,170 
In Ireland 171,800 


In Scotland 104,700 

The total amount of the Treasur 
bounty in lieu of rates paid thereon in 
the year 1901-02 was— 


£ 
England - - 412.698 
Ireland - - 7,218 
Scotland - 21,282 


} 
} 


The amounts withheld from the local 
authorities in the three kingdoms in 
the Brockwell Park 


a new legal principle affecting rateability | decision, and the local authorities from 


had been laid down by the House of |} whom they 
follows :— 


Lords in the Brockley Park case. 


were withheld are as 





Park in respect of which 
Contribution was withheld. 


Amount of 
Contribution 
withheld. 





Name of Loeal Authority from whom 
Contribution was withheld 


AND. 


ill. | Borough Council of St. Marylebone 
Borough Couneil of St. Paneras. 
City Council of Westminster. 


” 
Borough Council of Paddington 


Borough Council of Greenwich. 
Overseers of Coombe. 

Urban District Council of Coombe 
Overseers of Ham. 

Urban District Council of Ham. 
Overseers of Mortlake. 

Urban Distriet Council of Barnes 
Overseers of Petersham. 

Select Vestry of ichmond. 
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As I informed the hon. Member on 
the 23rd instant, the valuations of 
Government property are based (as far 
as practicable) on the same principles 
as the valuations of private property. 
Accordingly, no contributions are made 
in respect of parks which would not be 
rateable if they did not belong to the 
Government. For the legal principles 
decided I must refer the hon. Member to 
the reported judgment to which I have 
already given him a _ reference. As 
explained by my predecessor, on 29th 
May last, the Treasury have always 
reserved to themselves the right to 
decide in the last resort upon any dis- 
puted question regarding contributions 
in lieu of rates. It is their practice to 
take such legal advice as they may 
require before forming their decision. 
In the present case they did not consider 
it necessary to consult the law officers. 


London Postal Sorters’ Grievances. 

Mr. KETR HARDIE (Methyr Tydvil) : 
To ask the Postmaster General whether 
he is aware that a memorial was sub- 
mitted by the sorters of the London 
postal service to the Postmaster General 
on the 25th October, 1901, and that a 
reply has not yet been received by the 
men concerned ; and whether, in view 
of his observations in Minute (Ireland) 
No. 1,703 | 02, he will consider whether 
an early reply can be sent to the 
memorialists. 


(Ansive re d by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
The memorial has already been partially 
answered. ‘The remaining portions of it 
shall be answered as soon as possible. 


Russia and Afghanistan. 
Sir SEYMOUR KING (Hull, Central) : 
To ask the Under Secretary of State for 
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(Answered by Lord Cranhorne.) The 
question to which my hon. friend calls 
attention is undoubtedly a matter of 
much interest to the public, but it is a 
rule without exception that assurances 
such as he seeks Should not be given, 
and to break it in this case would, in 
the opinion of His Majesty’s Government, 
not be for the public advantage. 


Vaccination Prosecution at Bethnal 

reen. 

Sm MANCHERJEE BHOWN- 
AGGREE (Bethnal Green, N.E.): To 
ask the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department whether he is aware that a 
bicycle belonging to a resident of Green 
Street, Bethnal Green, which was dis- 
trained on the 30th September last for 
non-payment of a fine imposed on him 
at the Worship Street Police Court 
under the Vaccination Acts, was sent to 
a sale room at Holloway to be disposed 
of; and will he explain the reason of its 
being sent such a distance from the 
residence of the owner instead of being 
sold in the district, so as to allow of his 
being present at the sale. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Akers 
Douglas.) I am not aware that the 
broker entrusted with the sale of goods 
taken under a distress warrant is bound 
to select a place of sale with a view to 
the convenience of the owner. He is 
only bound to see that the sale is a fair 
one, and that the charges are not un- 
reasonable. In the present case the 
place was the one usually used by the 
broker employed, and the distance (some 


‘three miles) did not apparently prevent 


the owner from being present, as I am 


‘informed that he attended and bought 


Foreign Affairs whether, in view of the | 


interests involved, and the anxiety 
which has been excited by the announce- 


ment that a correspondence is proceeding | 


between the British and Russian Govern- 
ments on the subject of the opening of 


Russian relations with Afghanistan, he | 


can give the House an assurance that no 
definite arrangement will be entered 
into with Russia before Parliament has 
had an opportunity of discussing its 
terms. 


in the bicycle. 


Education Bill—Pupil Teachership. 

Mr. HERBERT LEWIS = (Flint 
3oroughs) : To ask the Secretary to the 
Board of Education whether, when a 
vacancy arises in a pupil teachership in a 
voluntary school, the managers will be 
under any legal obligation to make any 
public notification of such vacancy. 


(Answered by Sir William Anson.) It 
will be in the power of the local education 
authority to give directions on the subject 

3A2 
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Irish Pharmaceutical Society. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland, whether he is aware that there 
is no Roman Catholic chemist from 
Dublin, Belfast, Cork, or Galway on the 
Council of the Pharmaceutical Society of 
Ireland, which consists of twenty-one 
members; whether since Sir Dominic 
Corrigan was nominated by the Crown 
at the incorporation of the Society in 
1875, no Roman Catholic has ever been 
elected president, vice-president, secretary, 
or treasurer; whether a Roman Catholic 
is or ever has been a professor or lecturer 
in the schools of the society; whether 
no Roman Catholic is or ever has been 
an examiner for the licence of the society, 
or for the qualification of registered 
druggist or assistant ; whether, out of 
over 700 druggists holding the certifi- 
cates of the society, only about thirty- 
one subscribe to assist it to enforce the 
Pharmacy Act; and whether’ the 
Government will consider the advisa- 
bility of taking steps to modify the 
constitution of the society. 
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(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) The 
Government has no official knowledge of 
the matters alluded to in this (Question. 
The Pharmaceutical Society of Ireland 
was constituted by the Act 38 and 39 
Vict., ¢. 57, and the mode of election 
of members of the council and its officers, 
and of the appointment of examiners, is 
prescribed by statute and regulations 
issued thereunder. Religious tests are 
not imposed, and the Government sees 
no necessity for imposing them. 

EDUCATION (ENG LAND AND WALES) 


, alae 


Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


[Mr J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, 
Penrith) in the Chair. | 


Clause § :— 


(12.10.) CoLONEL KENYON- 
SLANEY (Shropshire, Newport) hoped 
that the Committee would give him a 
little attention while he tried to explain 
the Amendment which stood in _ his 
name—an Amendment which he hoped 
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to be able to convince them was reason- 
able, supplying a real need in the Bill, 
and being consistent with its general 
principles and objects. What he wanted 
to make absolutely clear was that his 
Amendment was directed only to non- 
provided schools, hitherto known as 
voluntary schools, and its reference to 
the managers meant the whole body of 
managers, and not those only who 
might be called the denominational part 
of the management. His chief object 
was to make what was called one-man 
control over the religious teaching in 
these schools impossible in future. He 
desired to make it impossible for the 
future that any individual, whether cleric 
or layman, should be able to impose, of 
his own will, any form of religious teach- 
ing, or any practice or observance in 
connection with religious teaching which 
might not have the consent and ap- 
proval of the majority of the manage- 
ment of the school. That was the 
object he had in view, and he hoped that 
in the discussion which would follow it 
would be borne constantly in mind. He 
would be told, he was afraid, by many 
whose opinions he respected very much 
—by many gentlemen and ladies— 


Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, S.): We have 
no lady Members of the House at 
present. 


CoLoNEL KEN YON-SLANEY said that 
was so; but there were means by which 
the opinions of ladies were brought to the 
notice of hon. Members. He would 
be told, no doubt, that the Amendment 
was a slight on the clergy, a_ slight 
which ought not to be levelled at them 
in consideration of the splendid work 
they had done. He should be sorry to 
be exposed to that charge. No one 
acknowledged more unreservedly or 
gratefully than he the splendid part 
played by the clergy of all denominations 
in the educational progress of the coun- 
try. He agreed most fully that they 
had received scant recognition for the 
service they had done. Peop!e were only 
too apt to forget that there were several 
generations of our countrymen who 
would have received little or no education 
had it not been for the unselfish and 
constant exertions of the clergy of differ- 
He must frankly 
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admit, however, that this Amendment 
was in some measure levelled at the 
clergy—that was to say, it was directed 
against the possible abuse of the powers 
at present possessed by certain extreme- 
minded men ; he referred chiefly, perhaps, 
to those of his own Church. The great 
body of the clergy were absolutely 
trustworthy. They were the natural 
and rightful teachers of religion in the 
schools, and both the House and the 
public would wish them to continue in 
that office. That, no doubt, was the 
general feeling with regard to the great 
mass of the clergy; but that general 
feeling did not provide for possible ex- 
ceptions, and cases might occur of what 
the Prime Minister had called eccentricity 
and extravagance. ‘There might be cases 
of wrong-headedness and narrow-minded- 
ness—there might be cases in which, even 
under the impulse of conscientious con- 
viction, or even from motives of personal 
vanity, foolish things might be done. 
In such cases as those it would be 
possible, in existing circumstances, for an 
individual minister to force upon the 
school with which he was connected 
practices which would be obnoxious, and 
even abhorrent, not only to the public, 
but to the majority of the very denomi- 
nation to which he belonged. He could 
not help recognising that the existence 
of any such eccentricities, or the possi- 
bility of any such conduct, was a direct 
menace to the continued maintenance 
of the Established Church. In speaking 
of a denomination, it was not exclusively 
the clergy of the denomination who were 
referred to. It was the whole body, both 
lay and clerical, that was meant. It was 
perfectly clear that the object of the Bill 
Was not to magnify the position or in- 
crease the power of any individual 
minister, but, in so far as it dealt with 
denominations at all, it was to safeguard 
the general interests of the whole of the 
denominational community, both lay and 
clerical. He might be asked how the 
Amendment would work. As they knew, 
there would be four managers of the 
denomination to which the school be- 
longed, appointed in consonance with the 
provisions of the trust deed which 
governed the school. It was not un- 
reasonable to suppose that one of the 
four would be the clergyman. In addi- 
tion to that, there would be two, pre- 
sumably level-headed, appointed by the 


{31 OcToBER 1902} 


Bill. 1314 
County Council. Under the Amendment 
interference with the method of religious 
teaching in these schools could only re- 
sult from insistence by the clergyman on 
something which, in the opinion of the 
managers, three of whom were of his own 
denomination, ought not to be carried on. 
He did not think, therefore, that there 
was much danger of the Amendment 
rational 


exposing any fair-minded or 
clergyman to inconvenience. Supposing 


the clergyman took a rather extreme 
view as to the form of religious instruction, 
he would have to modify it and bring it 
into accordance with the view of the 
majority of the managers. That would not 
be a very hard thing to do. Some hon. 
Members thought a rather extravagant 
and unwise suggestion was made by those 
opposed to the Bill, that under certain 
circumstances Members would be justified 
in refusing to pay rates put upon them 
in connection with it, and he held that it 
would be equally foolish for a clergyman 
to refuse to modify his form of teaching 
so as to bring it in consonance with the 
views of the majority of the management. 
One great advantage of the Amendment 
was that it would tend to promote great 
simplicity of religious teaching in the 
schools. He was certain that in the 
interests of the children it was good that 
the religious teaching should be as simple 
as’possible, and unconfused with any of the 


controversies that raged outside. They 
must realise that the most genuine 


religious feeling to be found in the country 
districts had a strong Puritan tinge, 
which was all in favour of simplicity, and 
the Amendment would make extravagant 
practices possible, unless the majority of 
the management agreed with them. It 
would also forbid the introduction into 
the school, for the purpose of religious 
teaching, of books advocating extreme 
doctrines which were not accepted by the 
majority of the managers. It would 
substitute for the one man judgment 
which now prevailed, the perhaps cooler 
judgment of the six members of the 
management. It would tend to secure, 
too, the rights of the laity, for in dealing 
with these questions too much was often 
made of the rights of the clergy, and too 
little of those of laymen. Up till now, 
the laity had one safeguard, inasmuch as 
the school had hitherto depended on 
voluntary subscriptions, and a supporter 
would seriously hamper its management 
by withdrawing his subscription if he 
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on. But that safeguard was largely 
removed by this Bill, and the Amendment 
was, as he said, to fortify the rights of 
laymen against possible clerical domina- 
tion. He thought also that it would 
tend to remove friction. How would 
the Bill affect the extreme minister or 
clergyman who insisted on teaching 
the particular form of worship which 
he approved, or none at all? No 
doubt he would have to cease giving 
religious ‘teaching in the school as far 
as it fell under the control of the 
managers, but he would not be debarred 
from the use of the school at other times, 
and could then conduct what classes he 
liked. In that respect his privileges 
would not be curtailed. Next, how 
would it affect the Roman Catholic 
denomination? They did not fear 
priestly ascendency ; on the contrary, 
they believed it to be the best, and, if 
that were so, it was hard to believe that 
there could possibly be any Roman 
Catholic school which would be affected 
by the working of the Amendment, inas- 
much as the priest would be sure of the 
support of the majority of the manage- 
ment. He could only say in regard to the 
Amendment that he had not himself been 
the recipient of any objection from any 
class of the community, whether clerical 
or lay. He had not had the advantage 
of hearing the opinion of the Bishops 
upon his Amendment, but, in so far as 
it would restrain ministers from doing 
things which would be awkward for the 
Bishops, he thought they would look 
upon it with a lenient eye. He now 
came to the question of trust deeds. 
While insisting that the general tenor 
of the trust deed should be acted upon, 
the provision would undoubtedly over- 
ride any such portion of the deed as 
enabled the clergyman to carry on any 
system of religious teaching in defiance 
of the management. They were now 
entering upon a new phase of the exist- 
ence of these schools, and of their relation 
to the country at large, and he thought, 
therefore, that it was not unreasonable 
to ask that, in regard to a trust deed 
which was created under a different state 
of things, there should be modifications 
in certain cases to bring them into 
harmony with the future situation. It 
could hardiy be said that there was 
anything harsh or revolutionary in ask- 
ing for such a modification. He did 
Colonel Kenyon-Slaney. 
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were dissatisfied with what was going | 
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not think the result of the Amendment 
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would be to debar the clergy from entry 


/into the schools. 


The Amendment was 
an assertion, not of any desire to puta 
slight on the clergy, but an assertion 
that, whilst amply respecting the clergy, 
laymen intended thoroughly to safeguard 
their rights. He hoped that if it were 
accepted by the Government, it would 
be allowed to carry with it an absolute 
refutation of the charge made against 
the Bill that it was intended in any way 
to accentuate clerical control or maintain 
priestly ascendency. He also hoped 
it would be accepted as a practical if 
humble contribution which would render 
still more popular, effective, and bene- 
ficial this great measure of educational 
reform. He begged to move. 


Amendment proposed— 


** After the words last inserted, to insert the 
words, ‘ Religious instruction shall be viven in 
a school not provided by the local education 
authority, in accordance with the tenour of 
the provisions (if any) of the trust deed relat- 
ing thereto, and shall be under the control of 


the managers.’ ” —(Colonel Nenyou-Sluney.) 


Question proposed, ‘That those words 
be there inserted.” 


*(12.35.) THe SECRETARY or tHE 
BOARD or EDUCATION (Sir WILLIAM 


Anson, Oxford University) said the 
Amendment of his hon. and gallant 


friend no doubt embodied the policy 
which the Government had set forth on 
this subject, but it was desirable that 
things which were open to any doubt in 
the construction of the Bill should be 
clearly expressed. From the very out- 
set, it had been laid down by the Prime 
Minister that the control and manage- 
ment of voluntary schools would be 
popularised, even from a denominational 
point of view, by insisting on having four 
foundation managers. It was further 
popularised by the addition of repre 
sentatives of local authorities. The object 
which the Government had in view was 
that the managers should all work 
together for all the purposes which they 
had in common, and that religious 
instruction should not be excluded from 
those general powers of management. 
With that in view, the Government would 
be prepared to accept the Amendment of 
his hon. and gallant friend. He did not 
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think those who desired to make denomi- 
national teaching secure need have any 
anxiety. They would all remember the 
anxious and somewhat heated discussion 
which took place in the summer of the 
present year as to the majority of founda- 
tion managers which should be placed on 
the Board of Management, and surely all 
these struggles were in vain if they 
could not trust that majority to secure 
the maintenance of the denominational 
character of the school. For his own 
part, he would not have hesitated to 
leave the denominational teaching in the 
hands of the majority which had been 
placed on the boards of managers, 
but this Amendment went somewhat 
further in the way of security, and 
provided that the tenour of the teach- 
ing should be in accordance with the 
provisions of the trust deed. He 
hoped the words of the Amendment 
made that point perfectly explicit. There 
was another question as to how far the 
clergvman’s status in his own parish 
would be damaged or diminished by the 
Amendment. Well, he belonged to a 
part of the United Kingdom from which 
neither the Prime Minister, nor the Attor- 
nev General, nor theright hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for South Aberdeen who 
had led the opposition to the Bill, came, 
and he ventured to say that they hardly 
appreciated the fact that in that part of the 
kingdom called England the people did 
not bring a very intense dialectical 
acumen nor a keen theologica! interest 
to bear upon these questions of denomi- 
national teaching; indeed, the average 
Englishman was prepared to take his 
theology as he found it. The clergyman, 
if he were a man of ordinary tact and 
good humour, would not find his special 
province invaded by the managers who 
worked on the board with him. There 
might be cases, no doubt, when a clergy- 
man would find a restraint put upon 
his action if he insisted on observances 
which were not in accordance with the 
general desires of the community. The 
Government were anxious that the char- 
acter of the religious teaching should be 
secured. His hon. friend the Member for 
the Tonbridge Division had an Amend- 
ment on the Paper providing for the 
inspection of religious instruction where 
that was required by trust deed. He 
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did not think the Government could 
accept itin the form in which it stood 
on the Paper, but they would be _pre- 
pared to accept an Amendment which, 
when the provisions of the trust deed 
required the inspection of religious in- 
struction by a diocesan inspector, would 
secure that such inspection should take 
place under the provisions of tne Act 
of 1870. With that explanation he had 
to say that the Government were pre- 
pared to accept the Amendment of his 
hon. and gallant friend. 


Mr. VICARY GIBBS (Hertfordshire, 
St. Albans) said he understood from the 
speech of the Secretary of the Board of 
Education that the Government accepted 
the Amendment because it made their 
policy clearer and more explicit, but he 
could not help thinking that it brought 
greater obscurity in the Bill. It was clear 
that the aim of the mover of the Amend- 
ment was not simply to make the Bill clear 
but to secure an increase of control over 
the clergy. If the Amendment were 
accepted, would the managers have 
power to break a trust which placed 
specific powers in the hands of the 
parson to superintend religious instruc- 
tion in the day schools? If they had 
not, this Amendment was mere verbiage. 
If they had the power of breaking the 
trust, why were the words of the Amend- 
ment of the hon. Member opposite 
watered down? Why did not this 
Amendment run “notwithstanding 
anything in the trust deed of the school” ? 
Surely, that would be the franker and 
more straightforward way to deal with 
the question—to give the managers 
power to break the trust deed. He held 
that they should not have power to 
break the trust at all ; but if the Govern- 
ment meant to give the managers power 
to alter the trust deed, they should state 
the fact clearly and should define to 
what extent it was to be allowed to be 
done. He had no doubt that if they had 
a parson who took an extreme view 
there would be precisely the same diffi- 
culty and trouble with the Amendment 
in the Bill as without it. He regretted 
that the Government had accepted the 
Amendment, which would be regarded 
in many quarters as a perfectly un- 
necessary reflection upon the parson. 
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Sirk WILLIAM HARCOURT (Mon- 
mouthshire, W.) said that, before going 
further with this Amendment, he 
thought it would be a great advantage 
if the Government would explain what 
was the meaning of the word “ tenor.” 
As he understood the hon. and gallant 
Member, he regarded it as a security 
to the lay element on the management. 
He would assume that the trust deed 
said that the trust should be administered 
according to the doctrines of the Church 
of England. Then arose this question— 
What were the doctrines of the Church 
of England— what was its teaching? 
He did not know whether that would be 
the interpretation of the word “ tenor.” 
They remembered the well-known 
lines :- 


Education 


* Along the cool, sequestered vale of life 

They kept the noiseless tenor of their way.” 
He did not know whether it would be 
along a cool, sequestered vale they would 
pursue the noiseless tenor of their way 
when they had introduced this Amend- 
ment. There might be cases, he knew 
many of them, where the laymanin the 
parish, even the majority of the sub- 
seribers, held views as to what was 
the teaching of the Church of England 
very different from those of the clergy- 
man, who was not put into position by 
themselves. The hon. the Member for 
the University of Oxford, belonging to 
that annexe of the United Kingdom 
called England, must remember that in 
Scotland the laymen had some views, 
some control in connection with their 
Church. So, too, the Nonconformists 
of England had that control. There 
was only one religious community—no, 
two.the Church of England and the 
Church of Rome—where the laity had 
no control. It had been held that in 
this Bill, for the first time, there was to 
be given to the laity a voice in the 
management. The Prime Minister,’time 
after time, had told them not to be 
afraid of clerical control, jbecause the 
presence of three laymen among the 
foundation managers would be ample 
security against “one-man” clerical 
control in the school. But they must 
remember that the clergyman might 
hold a different view from the managers 
as to the ‘“‘tenor” of the teaching. In 
the case of secular teaching the Board of 
Education was to have the power in 
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regard to any difference of opinion that 
might arise there: but he did not 
observe that they gave any appeal in 
this case. Who was to decide what was 
to be the teaching of the Church of 
England? It would devolve on the 
representative of the Univerity of 
Oxford to determine what was the 
religious teaching of the Church oi 
England to decide as between five 
laymen out of the six as against the 
clergyman, whether or not his teaching 
was in fulfilment of the trust and in 
accordance with the teaching of the 


Church of England. Therefore, lhe 
agreed with the hon. Member who 


had just spoken, that they must have a 
definition of the words of the Amend- 
ment, and that they ought to have an 
explanation of the word “ tenor.” 


Mr. GRIFFITH BOSCAWEN (Kent, 
Tonbridge) said he was sure from 
the course the debate had run it 
must be perfectly clear that they were 
very much in the dark as to what 
the Amendment meant. Indeed, he 
doubted whether his hon. and gallant 
friend really understood it. By altering 
the form of his Amendment he had 
inereased the difficulty. Originally it 
ran that ‘“ notwithstanding the trust 
deed the managers should have control.” 
That clearly contemplated doing away 
with the trust deeds altogether. Now 
the Amendment said the teaching must 
be in accordance with the tenor of the 
provisions of the trust deed. Did he 
mean that the general character of the 
trust deed should be maintained, or did 
he mean that the specific conditions ot 
the deed must be observed? He might 
give three specimens of the conditions 
referred to. First, did his hon. friend 
mean that the instruction should not 
be subject to the superintendence of 
the parochial clergyman? Was that 
the meaning of the word “tenor ? 
Did he contemplate that, in the event 
of the managers having a quarrel with 
the clergyman, he could be debarred 
from goinginto the school? He thought 
if that was so it would lead to friction 
in the parish which would do an im- 
mense amount of harm. The school 
buildings would belong not to the 
managers but to the trustees, and if 
specific conditions of the trust were 
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broken the trustees would close the 
school, and the provision of a new 
school would be put upon the local 
authority. The right hon. Gentleman 


asked who was to. control these 
managers in giving their religious 
instruction? The National Society 


modern trust deed provided that— 
“In ease any difference should arise between 
the parochial clergy and the managers ot the 
schools with reference to the preceding Rules, 
or any regulation connected therewith, an 
appeal ix to be made to the Bishop of the 
Diocese, whose decision is final.” 
He did not want to argue that point 
because there was an appeal already 
to a recognised constituted authority, 
but if this Amendment were carried 
there was no appeal at all. They might 
give their decision in accordance with 
the tenor of the trust deed with no 
bishop or education authority to see 
that they did their work properly. The 
Government must see from this dis- 
cussion that they were allowing to be 
introduceda very difficult and dangerous 
topic. He regretted altogether that this 
question had been raised. He had always 
understood that this was a Bill dealing 
solely with secular education and for 
improving the secular education given 
in what were now voluntary schools. 
Now they were asked to deal with the 
religious instruction given there. And 
why! When they were dealing with 
provided schools they did not touch 
religious education, and they left those 
schools subject to the Cowper-Temple 
Clause, the managers, und the Board of 
Education; but now that they had 
come to non-provided or voluntary 
schools his hon. ard gallant friend 
moved this most obscure and difhcuit 
Amendment, putting into the hotch- 
potch this proposal, for which there was 
no demand to justify it being brought 
before the House at the present moment. 
The Government had stated from the 
beginning, and it had always been under- 
stood, that the six managers would con- 
trol religious instruction. He supposed 
he had been particularly stupid, but he 
knew that a great many others as well 
never understood that, and outside this 
House very few other people understood 
it. Taking the scheme of the Bill, he 
wished to ask for what purpose were 
those two outside managers to have a 
Voice in the religious instruction? They 
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were to be put on as representatives of 
religious instruction in order to see that 
the school was properly conducted and 
to give the local education authority a 
voice in the appointment of teachers. 
It seemed to him to be a revolutionary 
proposal that these two outside managers 
should have a voice in regard to the 
religious instruction to be given in the 
schools. No doubt the Government 
relied upon what was called the per- 


manent majority of the Board of 
Managers. He was not quite so sure 


that there would always be a_ per- 
manent majority, because this clearly 
depended upon the assumption that all 
the foundation managers would belong to 
the same denomination as the school. But 
that was not the case at all. There were 
a great many Church of England schools 
where several of the managers were not 
members of the Church of England. The 
other day he came across a school which 
was working under the Charity Commis- 
sion, and out of the nine members who 
were foundation managers no less than 
four were elected, two by the Vestry and 
two by the subscribers. 


Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax): What a 


shame ! 


Mr. GRIFFITH BOSCAWEN | said 
he did not think it was a shame; on 
the contrary he thought it was a very 
good thing. Of course it did not follow 
when these things happened that all 
the foundation managers were always 
members of the denomination to which 
the school belonged, but in this par- 
ticular case, out of nine five belonged to 
the Church of England and four did not. 
For the sake of illustration let them 
suppose that the managers remained in 
the proportion of nine with three added. 
At present five of them belonged to the 
Church of England and four did not, but 
if the local authority added three then 
there would be a majority of managers 
not belonging to the denomination, for 
the proportion would be altered to tive 
belonging to the Church of England and 
seven who did not belong to that deno- 
mination. He simply gave that as an 
instance to show that the so-called per- 
manent majority might not be a majority 
at all. He fully believed that the Govern- 
ment in accepting this Amendment were 
quite unaware of the ditticulties it brought 
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about, and while he recognised the very 
conciliatory speech of the Parliamentary 
Secretary to the Board of Education he 
appealed to the Government to reconsider 
the whole question, and he asked them 
whether in a Bill primarily for secular 
education it was worth while in the case 
of voluntary schools — and voluntary 
schools alone—to raise this question of 
religious instruction thereby bringing 
about a state of things which they all 
expected would not have taken place. 





(1.8.) Lorp EDMUND TALBOT 
(Sussex, Chichester) said he was sorry 
to find himself in opposition to this 
Amendment. He desired to oppose it 
strongly, and he did so on behalf of his 
co-religionists. ‘This proposal was abso- 
lutely contrary to the spirit of the Bill, 
by which they had always understood 
that the religious instruction, given in 
the school was to be preserved and not 
disturbed. Whathe objected to was that 
two outside managers representing the 
local authority might have a voice and a 
vote with regard to the religious instruc- 
tion given ina particular school, although 
they themselves did not belong to that 
religious communion. ‘That appeared to 
him to be absolutely absurd. He could 
quite understand that this Amendment 
might be acceptable, or fairly practicable, 
in the minds of some members of the 
Church of England, because they might 
fairly assume that, in the majority of 
cases, the two representative managers 
appointed by the local authority would 
be members of the Church of England. 
and where that was the case the whole 
body of the managers would be of the 
same religious communion. But what 
about the religious minority? What 
about this in the case of the Catholies, 
the Jews, and the Wesleyans? Did the 
Committee suppose that the local 
authority was going to appoint two 
Catholics, two Jews, or two Wesleyans 
in the case of schools belonging to those 
denominations? Where that was done 
he had no objection to offer, but he did 
protest against inflicting on a religious 


minority two managers to have a 
voice in the religious instruction 
given in the school when, in 


his opinion, they were not competent to 

form an opinion upon it. It might be 

said that they had got their majority, and 

if they were satisfied with that majority 
Wr. Griffith Boscawen. 
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as regarded the appointment of teachers 
why could they not be equally satisfied 
as regarded religious instruction? He 
frankly admitted that in nine cases out 
of ten, or in ninety-nine cases out of a 
hundred, the two representative mana- 
gers of the local authority would not be so 
wanting in good taste as to interfere with 
the religious instruction of the denomina- 
tion to which they did not belong, 
but he must remind the Committee 
that they were dealing with what was 
intended to be an Act of Parliament, and 
he objected strongly to giving a statutory 
right to a man to give his vote in a 
matter of religious instruction with 
regard to a religion to which he did not 
belong. He wished to remind the Coim- 
mittee what the Roman Catholic position 
was with regard to this matter. He 
acknowledged that they represented a 
minority, but he was only asking that 
they should be considered in the light 
of a minority. He claimed the indul- 
gence of the Committee for a tew 
moments while he considered the Catholic 
position. Apart from the organic consti- 
tution of the Roman Catholic Church, the 
teaching authority in religious matters was 
not the layman, and was not even the 
priest, but it wasthe bishop. Their theory 
was that bishops inherited the authority 
ot the Apostles, and whatever authority 
was exercised by others, whether clergy 
or laity, was derived from the bishops. 
The bishops were subject to the canon 
law, and were more closely tied and 
bound by it than was generally imagined 
in this country. They were liable to 
censure, and they were liable to depriva- 
tion of their authority, if they taught or 
acted in defiance of the canon law of the 
Church. He did not ask the Committee 
to say whether they approved or dis- 
approved of that system. It was an 
intelligible system, it was their system, 
and it was not going to bechanged. He 
ventured to appeal to the Committee to 
ask themselves whether it was tair to 
foist on them in regard to religious in- 
struction the opinions of members out- 
side their own communion, members 
who not only did not belong to it, but 
were violently and even conscientiously 
opposed to it. He confessed it seemed 
to him to be singularly unjust. He did 
not know whether his hon. and gallant 
friend had quite considered how far the 
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Amendment would carry him. There 
was no reason why he should not be 
appointed by a local authority as the 
manager of an Anglican school or a 
group of Anglican schools. Yet he was 
a bigoted Papist! In the view of his 
hon. and gallant friend he was a fit and 
proper person to give his vote as to the 
religious instruction which was to be 
given in the Church of England schools. 
He did think that the acceptance of the 
Amendment could only lead to con- 
siderable trouble. He should not be at 
all surprised to find hon. Gentlemen 
opposite supporting this Amendment. 
They had avowed their determina- 
tion to endeavour if possible to make 
this Bill, as soon as it was an Act, 
unworkable. This Amendment, if he 
understood aright the speech of the 
Member for West Monmouthshire, had 
filled the right hon. Gentleman with 
some alarm as to the friction which 
would possibly arise. The noble Lord 
respectfully said that in his humble 
judgment, if the Government accepted 
this Amendment they would not add to 
the harmonious working of their Bill. 
At any rate so far as he was con- 
cerned, and so far as it affected the 
religious community to which it was his 
privilege to belong, he could only repeat 
that if the Government forced on them 
the acceptance of two members not 
belonging to their communion to have 
a voice and vote in what their religious 
instruction was to be—he did not want 
to say it offensively or disrespecttully, 
but he said it frankly because he felt it 
—they would be doing an ungenerous 
act toasmall minority in this country 
who represented a religious community 
which had shown the greatest spirit of 
self-sacrifice and the most earnest per- 
severance in striving to maintain definite 
religious instruction for the children of 
its poor. 


THe PRIME MINISTER anp FIRST 
LORD or THe TREASURY (Mr. A. 
J. BALrour, Manchester, E.): I think 
everybody who has heard the speech 
ot my noble friend who has just sat 
down must recognise that he has 
spoken not only with great and 
genuine emotion, but also on behali of 
a religious communion which is not in 
agreement theologically with the great 
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majority of the people of this country, 
and against which there is no doubt a 
strong feeling prevailing among large 
sections of society. Therefore anything 
that falls from my noble friend is deserv- 
ing of the earnest consideration of the 
Committee. But I would venture to ask 
my noble friend whether in what he has 
just said heisexpressing his fear as regards 
any practical danger, or whether he is 
only giving expression to the speculative 
—I wish to say it not in any way 
disrespectfully—theology of the com- 
munion to which he belongs. In other 
words, does he seriously think that in 
the Roman Catholic schools of our 
great cities—for the few Catholic schools 
in the country districts may be ignored 
in this controversy—does he seriously 
think that in any single Roman 
Catholie school in any single city from 
the north to the south of England any 
difficulty would arise at any time of the 
kind which he fears? I draw a very 
wide distinction between the case which 
he has put with such earnestness and 
eloquence before the Committee, and the 
case which I understand is represented by 
two hon. friends of mine below the gang- 
way belonging to the English Church. 
I do agree that with regard to what 
I may call the Anglican case there 
might conceivably be here and there and 
at long intervals cases of collision 
between the general body of managers 
and the clergyman of the parish, but 
they would be very rare. They could 
be counted, I think, on fewer than the 
fingers of one hand, but still they are 
possible. I will come tothat case directly. 
[ admit the possibility in that case, but 
as regards the Roman Catholic schools 
for which my noble friend pleads does 
he think there is the remotest possibility 
that there may be a collision as to which 
is true Catholic teaching according to 
the view of the Roman Catholics. or the 
smallest possibility ofa conflict on that sub- 
ject between the managers and the priest 
of the parish or the bishop of the diocese ? 
I think my noble friend will probably 
candidly admit that, however much this 
may run counter to the canon law or to 
the established views of the religious 
community to which he belongs, at all 
events, the actual danger that an Anglican 
or a Baptist member of the governing 
body of managers shall over persuade the 
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remaining four Roman Catholic managers 
to throw over their allegiance to the 
bishop to whom they are absolutely 
pledged by their religion is inappreciable. 
I quite sympathise with the views my 
noble friend has expressed, but I cannot 
believe that under any circumstances 
there is the smallest practical danger of 
any injury being done to the denomina- 
tional teaching which he is, from his point 
of view, so rightly anxious to preserve. 
I now come to what I regard as the 
practical point of view—the case of the 
English Church, and here let me say 
something about the position of the 
Government. Two hon. friends of mine 
who have spoken from below the gang- 
way have expressed great surprise that 
the Government has shown itself sym- 
pathetic to the Amendment of my hon. 
and gallant friend. It comes upon them 
apparently with a shock of astonishment, 
and they seem to think that this is sprung 
upon the House without the smallest pre- 
face or preparation. I have never 
concealed from the House generally the 
view [I have on this matter. I am 
ashamed to think the number of times I 
have had to address the House on the 
subject, and all my observations on the 
general scheme of the Bill have been in 
harmony with the Amendment now before 
us. Not to go further, if my hon. friend 
will refer to //ansard of July 21st he will 
find I spoke as follows. It is reported in 
the third person, and I have no doubt it is 
quite accurate. 

“ After all, secular education had something 
to do with national education. It was, he 
might remark, the main subject of the Bill, 
and it should not be left absolutely out of 
account, as being wholly alien. Religious 
education would be under the control, not of 
one man, and that man the parson of the 
parish. but of a Board of six. Of these, the 
parson would probably be the only minister 
of religion, and three would be managers 
representing the deaomination.” [ (4) Debates, 
exi., 867.) 


Lorp HUGH CECIL (Greenwich) : 
My right hon. friend said nothing about 
trust deeds. 


Mr. A.J. BALFOUR: I have not said 
anything about trust deeds, but they are 
not very alien from the statement I have 
read. I was laying down what I con- 
ceived to be the general principle of the 
Bill, and I think everybody will admit 
that my speeches have always been in the 
same direction. My noble friend seems 

Mr. A. dé. Balfour. 
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to think that wherever the provisions of 
a trust deed are in question the case is 
altered. But to appoint two outside 
managers at all is to touch the trust 
deed. I should like to know exactly 
what was meant—he is a better authority 
than I am—by the resolution I have seen 
irom time to time reported in favour of 
obtaining rate-aid for the denominational 
schools and giving in exchange one-third 
of the management. Did that only mean 
subject to the unknown provisions of the 
trust deeds ? 


Lorp HUGH CECIL: Certainly it 
meant subject to the trust deed. There 
has never been the slightest doubt of it. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Does my 
noble friend mean that when a_ re- 
solution of that kind was passed, it 
only applied to those schools in which 
the general tenor of the trust deed 
was exactly in harmony with such an 
arrangement ? 


Lorp HUGH CECIL: My right hon. 
friend misunderstands. ‘The general 
management of the school, both in 
secular instruction and on the border- 
land between secular and religious in- 
struction, was to be under the Board of 
Managers. But it was never contem- 
plated that the religious instruction 
should be modified in any degree. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Of course it 
was never contemplated that a Roman 
Catholic school should cease to be 
Roman Catholic. 


Lorpv HUGH CECIL: Or that the 
teaching in a Roman Catholic school 
should be of a different kind. [A 
NATIONALIST MEMBER: There is only one 
kind. | 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It was never 
contemplated that the teaching in a 
Roman Catholic school should be other- 
wise than Roman Catholic, or that the 
teaching in a Wesleyan school should be 
other than Wesleyan, or that the teach- 
ing in an Anglican school should be 
other than Anglican; but I must 
traverse the contention of my noble 
friend that it was ever contemplated 
that the teaching should not be under 
the Board of Management. Surely 
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it would be very inconsistent if that 
should be so, because what had been 
asked for all along was that a teacher 
should be elected with religious qualifica- 
tions for carrying on denominational 
teaching. That is more important than 
anything, and that is left, and avowedly 
left, to the managers as a whole. There 
is no question of changing the religion 
taught in the school. That must be in 
accordance with the trust deed, whether 
Anglican, Wesleyan or Roman Catholic, 
and that was perfectly consistent not 
only with the attitude of the Government 
but also with the resvlutions passed by 
various religious bodies. I would ask one 
question of my hon. friends who object to 
this Amendment. What is it, I put it to 
them, that has raised almost all the diffi- 
culties in the public mind connected with 
religious teaching in our schools ? It is the 
abuse, here and there, very rarely I 
admit, by the clergyman of the parish of 
the powers given him by the trust. 
Wherever that was done the harm that it 
has done to the whole cause of religious 
education in our public elementary schools 
ix, in my mind, not to be measured in 
words. I meet it at every turn and on 
every occasion. The follies and indiscre- 
tions of a single individual are multiplied 
by public rumour till they almost stand 
up as a great public danger. Is it wise to 
leave a system in existence which can 
but bring the whole of our scheme of 
national education into discredit? It is 
hecause I desire to see this danger 
removed for ever from the path of 
religious denominational education that I 
am anxious to see the Amendment of my 
hon. and gallant friend accepted. I am 
convinced that, when the general public 
discover that we have passed a Bill which, 
whatever its merits or demerits, does at 
all events put on a solid and permanent 
basis a large number of the voluntary 
schools of the country, and that we have 
done nothing whatever to see that the 
wishes of the parents of the children have 
heen considered, there would be a strong 
feeling aroused against the great reform 
we are suggesting. I do not pretend to 
maintain that, in an absolutely theoretic 
sense, these managers necessarily repre- 
sent the parents. They are not elected 
by them, and, therefore, they do not 
represent them in that sense. But they 
will represent, broadly speaking, the 
general opinion of the particular denomi- 
nation in a parish, and I| think that if 


{31 OcToBeR 1902} Bill. 1330 


this Amendment is carried there really 
will be no danger that Anglican children 
will be taught a form of religion to 
which their parents heartily object. I 
have deliberately avoided dealing at the 
present time with the question of what 
is meant by the word “tenor,” because I 
am anxious to put before the Committee 
some of those broader considerations 
which have been raised by the speeches 
of my hon. friends behind me. 


(1.35.) Lonp HUGH CECIL said that his 
hon. friend the Secretary to the Board 
of Education had spoken of the heated 
atmosphere sometimes raised when 
religious matters were under discussion. 
He should try and imitate his hon. friend 
and other hon. Members in the quiet 
tone and spirit of goodwill they had 
adopted. But he was afraid that, while 
they might discuss this matter as calmly 
as possible and recognise the excellent 
intentions that animated his hon. and 
gallant friend and the Government, out- 
side the House the Amendment would 
excite a feeling of bitterness and pain 
which it was very difficult for hon. 
Members to appreciate. There were 
many good persons who had been doing 
their work in the schools from the best 
motives for twenty and more years past 
who would feel that in this Amendment 
a most unjust slur and indignity was 
cast upon them. The justification ad- 
vanced for the Amendment was what 
was truly called the unwise = and 
improper use of their position by certain, 
a very small number, of the clergy, 
but he could not believe that it passed 
the wit of Parliament, supposing they 
were to deal with this question at 
all, to devise a remedy for the incum- 
bents of, say, 20 parishes, which would 
not upset and annoy and insult the 
incumbents of 11,000 parishes. He 
could not help tracing here some of 
the military predilection for general 
punishments of which they heard a 
good deal last summer. It was the 
government of the Church not by 
Rome, or Geneva, or Canterbury, but by 
Sandhurst. The elementary — schools, 
unlike the older educational institutions, 
lacked the possession of that very useful 
officer, a visitor. His hon. friend the 
Parliamentary Secretary to the Board 
of Education would be perfectly familiar 
with the functions of a visitor. He 








1331 Education 


should like to hear what would be said, 
if a visitor of an Oxford College who 
discovered that one of the fellows had 
developed Popish proclivities, came down 
on the whole university and abused the 
governing bodies on account of the 
wrong-doing of a single colleague. He 
thought it would be fairly possible, in 
the case of their elementary schools, 
to have some system of visitation in 
regard to religious instruction which 
would be a very much better and less 
offensive remedy than the one proposed 
in the Amendment. How did the 
Amendment stand in relation to the 
great principles which the Government 
had over and over again laid down as 
the foundation principles of this measure? 
They had been told over and over again 
that there must be regard for the 
proprietary rights of those who had 
built and were supporting the buildings, 
and it had been laid down as an 
absolutely essential condition that the 
denominational character of the schools 
as settled under the trust deeds should 
be respected. But what business had 
they to pick and choose in an obligation 
of that kind? What right had they 
to say that this part of the trust deed 
was sacred and inviolable, and that part 
might be set aside altogether? It was 
periectly true that in respect of secular 
education the trusts had been greatly, 
and very reasonably, modified, but 
religious instruction had all along been 
put outside the scheme of the control 
of the local education authority. The 
hon. Member for Flint Boroughs had 
an Amendment which proposed to go 
alittle further than the Government 
had gone. The position of that hon. 
Mem ber seemed to be, “‘ The Government 
have destroyed the trust rights in 
certain respects, why should I not go a 
little further and destroy some other 
trust rights?” What conceivable 
answer could the Government make to 
that argument? He _ could see no 
answer. His hon. and gallant friend 
spoke a great deal about “clerical 
control.” He did not think there was 
an hon. Member who had a greater 
dislike for priesteraft and clerical control 
than he had. No one who more clearly 
recognised than he did the destructive 
element in the national life of anything 
that resembled the intrusion of the 
Lord LTugh Cecil. 
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clergy in the life of the home, of the 
State, and of local organization outside 
their proper sphere and function. But 
there was no priestcraft in a clergyman 
giving instruction in religion. That 
was his function, just as much as it was 
the function of an officer to fight or of 
a barrister toargue. That was what he 
was there for, and, if he did not do that, 
why should they have clergy at all! 
He noticed in the proceedings of the 
great Nonconformist bodies it was 
recognised that the ministry had a 
special function im regard to religious 
instruction, and there could be no 
doubt whatever that the giving of 
religious instruction had become a duty 
of clergymen of the Church of England. 
In the general discussion, in which the 
laity took part, the teacher was con- 
demned, but the final decision was lett 
to what he believed was known as the 
Pastoral Assembly. Therefore, even inthe 
Wesleyan body, it was recognised that 
the ministry had a special function in 
respect of religious instruction; and 
there could be no doubt whatever that 
the giving oi religious instruction was 
one of the duties of clergymen of the 
Church of England. Were they going to 
say to these clergymen: ‘This is your 
peculiar position: you have given up 
your lives to this work, you have had to 
work very hard on a very slight income, 
and you have done a great deal of praise- 
worthy work, in order that you may be 
a religious minister, and, among other 
functions, a religious instructor; but you 
must now take your instructions from a 
body of laymen who will not claim that 
they have any special knowledge of re- 
ligious instruction ?”’ Let the Committee 
consider who the managers in a rural 
parish would be likely to be. They 
would probably be the squire, but he 
would very seldom attend, because he 
would have other things, very often, to 
do. There would be also, perhaps, a re- 
tired naval or military officer, living on 
independent means, and doing a lot ot 
very useful work. Then there would be 
a representative of the County Council, 
probably the local County Councillor ; 
and there would be a village tradesman, 
who would be a prominent member oi 
the Church, perhaps a churehwarden, 
and a tradesman or farmer representing 
the Parish Council. Under his hon. and 
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gallant friend’s singular theological sys- 
tem, they would be the infallible inter- 
preters of religious truth, but of course 
these five gentlemen would not be likely to 
claim any such function as that of criticis- 
ing and determining religious instruction 
in the schools. His jhon. and gallant 
friend knew as well as he did that in 999 
cases out of 1,000 they would not dream 
of interfering. He would like to ask his 
hon. and gallant friend how he or any 
other hon. Member would like it if, in his 
particular profession, he was suddenly to 
be told that the profession, as a class, could 
not be trusted; and that therefore they 
would be placed under the orders of quite 
incompetent persons. What would his 
hon. and gallant friend say if some mili- 
tary matter with which he was connected 
was submitted to the Parish Council or 
County Council? Of course, his hon. and 
gallant friend would say that, whether 
such powers were exercised or not, it 
was treating him very hardly to put 
him in such a position. In the great 
majority of cases the majority of the 
managers would be reasonable people, 
and would support their reasonable 
clergyman, but it did not at all follow 
that there might not be, on many 
Boards, one cantankerous member 
aid anyone who knew anything of 
human nature, especially human nature 
which took an interest in ecclesiastical 
matters, would appreciate the difficulties 
that might arise. He would give the 
Committee an actual instance. In a 
parish with which he was acquainted, 
there was, up to a recent period, a lady 
who was doing most excellent work, who 
was munificent and pious, and devoted, 
among other good works, to the cause of 
education. She built, out of her own 
money, a school, and wished to be the 
absolute controller of it. Her views were 
of the moderate Evangelical kind, but, 
owing to peculiarities of temperament, 
that did not prevent her being a difficult 
person to get on with. The clergyman of 
the parish was not in the least degree 
ritualistic, but, nevertheless, there was, 
despite most laborious efforts on the part 
of the clergy, constant friction, because 
the lady had a feeling which many people 
would share—she disliked curates. She , 


had great respect for the rector of the , 


parish, who lived two miles from her | 
school, and that added to the mechanical 


ditticulties of the situation, She would | 
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not allow the curates inside the school, 
and the rector had to cycle at a very early 
hour in the morning to the school to he 
present at the religious lesson. The 
friction that arose in the parish might 
seem incredible to those not familiar with 
rural life. At one awful period the 
action of a hot-tempered curate divided 
the children of the school into two cainps, 
and collisions arose between them. This, 
however, was got over by the interposi- 
tion of a curate gifted with great power 
of irrelevant smiling, and the tension sub- 


=) 


sided, though it was only at the very end 
of this lady’s life that she regretted hav- 
ing given so much trouble in connection 
with the school. That was the kind of 
case which often occurred in rural life, 
and that was the kind of person who 
would be on the board of management, 
hecause of the interest displayed by het 
in educational work. But let the Com 
mittee conceive what a lot of trouble one 
cantankerous individual like that would 
give at every meeting of the board of 
management. However sympathetic the 
majority of the managers might be to- 
wards the clergyman, there would he 
endless friction and disturbance for no 
purpose whatever. Therefore, he was 
opposed to the Amendment altogether, 
but, perhaps, a compromise might he 
arrived at by the adoption of the Amend 
ment of which he had given notice—the 
insertion after “and” of the words “sub 
ject to those provisions.” It would then 
be clear that the clergyman’s rights under 
the trust were not superseded. The trust 
deeds of the National Society provided 
that the clergyman should have control 
and management of the instruction given 
in the Sunday school, and superintend- 
ence of the religious instruction given in 
the day school. The words were— 
“Provided always that the superintendence 
of the religious instruction to be given in the 
said school, and the entire control and manaze- 
ment of any Sunday school, shall be vested in 
the said minister, for the time being, and in 
case of any dispute or difference arising on any 
matter affecting the religious instruction in 
the said school, an appeal may be made to the 
Bishop of the diocese, whose decision shali he 
final, conclusive, and binding on all parties.” 
He thought that that would really 
meet the difficulty whieh his hon. 
and gallant friend felt ; but what he 
wished to call the attention of the Com- 
mittee to was that while the minister was 
to have the superintendence of the 
religious instruction in the day school, he 
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was to have the entire control and 
management of the religious instruction 
in the Sunday school. He apprehended 
that “superintendence” meant that the 
clergyman might go into the day school 
and see what kind of teaching was being 
given, but that the control of the religious 
instruction would not be in his hands. 
He could not say, for instance, on what 
day, and at what services the children 
should be present. It would be a great 
mistake to suppose that the laity were 
not sometimes extreme ritualists. The 
Committee might contemplate the char- 
acter of Lord Halifax to realise what a 
mistake that was. ‘They were often more 
unreasonable and difticult to deal with 
than the clergy. In respect to the recent 
decision upon the use of incense, in many 
instances the willingness of clergymen to 
acquiesce was strongly opposed by lead- 
ing members of their congregations, so 
that the Amendment of his hon. 
and gallant friend would not meet 
the difficulty ; it would punish both the 
innocent and the guilty, and not all the 
guilty. The Amendment was really not 
suited to the object in view, for which 
the form of visitation he had mentioned 
was better adapted. Suppose a clergy- 
man excluded from giving 
instruction in the school, in what con- 
dition would be the teaching of religion 
in the parish? The clergyman would 
not be excluded from control of the 
Sunday school, and he would teach in 
the parish church, and how would it be 
with the children if the teaching they 
received in the day school was at variance 
with the teaching they received in the 
Sunday school and in church? If the 
children were to be kept out of the way 
of the doctrine, they must never be 
allowed to go to Sunday school or church. 
He would rather leave the Bill as it 
stood. Nothing could be more grotesque 
than that two different systems should 
be taught in the name of one religious 
denomination. It would be a thousand 
times better to have no Church school 
than a Church school in open contra- 
diction with the Church that would lead 
to nothing but friction and ill feeling. 
If the Amendment were carried, he 
believed the clergy would feel it to be 
a great wrong, that they had in an Act 
of Parliament been censured as a body in 
a most solemn way, that their faces had 
been, as it were, slapped, while the great 
majority of them, in his opinion, had 
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not done anything to deserve such an 
insult. They in that House had not 
deserved to be put in the awkward aid 
disagreeable position of being agents of 
that insult. (2.5.) 


(2.30.) CoLtoneL NOLAN (Galway, N.) 
thanked the noble Lord the Member for 
Greenwich for having tactfully accepted 
a hint that an Irish illustration might 
he provocative of contention, and for 
having instead introduced the Committee 
to that delightful English parish in 
which raged no storms greater than 
those that could be occasioned bv the 
colour of a stole, and which could he 
allaved by the smiles of a curate. In 
the main, the noble Lord was right in 
objecting to the Amendment of the hon. 
and gallant Member for Newport. The 
Prime Minister had indeed said that the 
Opposition of the noble Lord — the 
Member for Chichester was 
exclusively — on speculative theology, 
but it could be easily shown that 
at least Roman Catholics had more 
solid reasons than speculation for their 
resistance to the Amendment. If he 
himself (Colonel Nolan) were appointed 
to decide what religious doctrines should 
be taught in a score of Protestant schools 
in England, this would only produce a 
stupid and incongruous situation—as a 
Catholie kept in bounds by public 
opinion could do no real mischief in 
England; but if he were appointed to 
control the religious education of a dozen 
Protestant schools in Ireland, the situa- 
tion would be considered intolerable to 
Protestants. Now this is exactly the 
ease in England, the names being re- 
versed. ‘The Catholics. however, were in 
a hopeless minority in Great britain, and 
this Amendment gave power to the 
members of a Protestant majority to 
decide which doctrine should be taught 
in the schools of the minority. It is 
argued that the Amendment leaves a 
majority to the denominational managers 
of the school: it is true that at present 
the majority of managers will materially 
be in harmony with the religion of 
the school, but often the foundation 
managers may be sick, absent, or perhaps 


hased 


one of them suiky, and then the holders 
of an opposing faith are to control the 
doctrine of the school. Fears may be 
legitimately entertained that if trusts 
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were confiscated and their intention re- 
versed under this Amendment, then for 
the future Catholic donors would not 
leave legacies for the specific purposes of 
education, but would be driven to be- 
queath their money absolutely to bishops. 
Owing to some relics of the penal laws, 
this had already often taken place in Ire- 
land. But a greater danger existed from 
the Amendment. 
national managers of the denominational 
schools were to bein a majority, the elected 
managers in 2 minority. But what was 
to prevent a future Liberal Government 
from reversing the position? Then the 
situation of the denominational schools 
would be this. A Conservative Govern- 
ment would have torn up their trust 
deeds by adopting the Amendment of 
the hon, and gallant Member for New- 
port, while the future Liberal Govern- 
ment might, by the simple process of 
increasing the elected members, hand 
over the whole religious teaching to a 
hostile religious majority. What could 
the denominational schools do then? 
Nothing, but throw up the Government 
crants—perhaps even losing the resources 
bequeathed by pious founders—and begin 
all over again. The noble Lord the 
Member for Greenwich had placed an 
Amendment on the Paper, the adoption 
ot which would certainly mitigate the 
evil consequences to be feared from the 
original Amendment. Still it would not 
be a perfect remedy, and he hoped that 
the House would consider the hard case of 
the Roman Catholics, whose only hope 
ot safety lay in the honest administra- 
tion of the law, and who were unwilling 
to substitute for this in their schools 
the direction of men of another faith 
upon such a vital question as religious 
training. 


Mr. LAURENCE HARDY (Kent, Ash- 
ford) thought that in reference to this 
Amendment they required a little more 
information, both as to its drafting and 
substance. In neither of the speeches 
delivered from the Treasury Bench 
had they been able to understand how 
far the wording of this Amendment 
carried out the purpose which the First 
Lord of the Treasury and the Parlia- 
mentary Secretary to the Board of 
Education desired. The Parliamentary 
Secretary’s speech laid down that this 
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what was intended by the Government, 
but the speech of the Prime Minister 
carried it further by saying that it was 
always the intention of the Government 
in this Bill to give to the managers 
absolute control over the religious 
teaching of the schools. He wished at 
once to lay down an absolute protest 
against the theory that it was under- 
stood throughout the country by Church- 
men that by this Bill they handed over 
the denominational teaching in the school 
to a majority of those who might not 
really understand the particular doctrines 
of the owners of the school. That was 
not understood. They understood that 
they handed over the secular instruc- 
tion, and many other functions which 
formerly belonged to the denomina- 
tion, but they certainly did not under- 
stand that it included the definition 
of dogmatic teaching in the religious 
instruction of the school. They had not 
had any clear explanation upon that 
point at present. ‘The speech of the hon. 
and gallant Gentleman who moved the 
Amendment was, it seemed to him, not 
quite in agreement with the speeches 
which they had had from the Front 
Bench. It was much more of a Church 
discipline speech than one in connection 
with education, and he confessed that 
he did not think this was the most 
favourable opportunity for dealing with 
Church discipline. If there were clergy- 
men in the Church of England teaching 
such doctrines to the children as were 
not fit to be taught in the school, he 
thought they were no more fit to teach 
those doctrines, either from the pulpit or 
in the Sunday school. The remedy now 
proposed was one which could only bring 
friction in its course, because, asthe noble 
Lord had pointed out, it meant that in 
such parishes they would have a dual 
teaching, under which one authority 
would conduct the teaching in the 
day school, and another in the church and 
Sunday school. Looking at this question 
from the hon. and gallant Member’s 
point of view, he feared that the result 
of this Amendment, if passed as drafted, 
would not be in the sense which he 
desired. As soon as it was understood 
by reading the hon. and _ gallant 
Member’s speech, and by reading the 
debate in the House which had taken 


| place this afternoon, that the managers 


Amendment was merely carrying out! in the future were to practically have 
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discretion over the trust deeds, to choose 
the little bits they liked out of them, 
and leave out the bits they did not like, 
the result would not be as the mover of 
the Amendment wished, but rather in an 
opposite direction, because the trustees 
would then be bound in every selection 
they made for the foundation managers 
to put on what they considered to be 
a sound man. There would be no give 
and take, and no carrying out of the 
natural promptings to put on the most 
representative people in the parish, but 
there would be a tendency to put on 
extremists. Therefore, he was afraid 
that this Amendment would have the 
opposite effect to that which was desired, 
and from that point of view he approached 
this subject. There had, of course, been 
one thing made clear by the speech which 
they had listened to from the noble Lord 
below him a little earlier in the after- 
noon, and it was to the effect that it was 
almost impossible to apply this Amend- 
ment to certain sections of the denomina- 
tional schools. The Parliamentary Secre- 
tary to the Board of Education said he 
thought this would work, because in 
England, as a rule, they took theology as 
they found it. He wished to point out 
that in the Roman Catholic schools they 
did not take theology as they found it, 
for they considered it was a very serious 
matter and a very dogmatic one, and if 
the Parliamentary Secretary’s argument 
was followed out, he must allow that the 
Roman Catholic schools must be excluded 
from the scope of this Amendment. He 
did not think it was quite desirable, from 
the point of view of those who accepted 
this Bill as an acknowledgment of the 
importance of denominational teaching in 
connection with their primary schools, 
that they should let it go forth from the 
spokesman of the Board of Education 
that they could leave theology to take its 
own line, and leave it to any body of 
persons they might appoint to hold office. 


*Sirn WILLIAM ANSON said he did not 
say that. What he said was that the 
Government were especially anxious to 
preserve the tenour and the character of 
denominational teaching as prescribed in 
thetrust deed, butthat theaverage English- 
man did not concern himself so much with 
theology except where clergymen insisted 
upon observances not in accordance with 
the general desires of the community, and 
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therefore would not be likely to interfere 
with the ordinary course of religious 
teaching in the school. 


Mr. LAURENCE HARDY said they 
had to oppose that particular danger, 
and the mere fact that from the 
Government spokesmen they had had 
the acknowledgment that the managers 
were to follow what they said was 
the tenour, but which was not to be 
the full provisions of the trust deeds, 
was to hand over the power to those 
managers, which was never contemplated 
by the supporters of this Bill. At all 
events, they ought to receive further 
information with regard to the word 
“tenor”. He was anxious to know what 
the meaning of the word tenor was, and 
he had consulted a dictionary which 
defined the meaning of the word as 
“purport, general course or drift.” 
If those were the meanings he did not 
know that the addition of this word had 
any advantage, and it was far better to 
leave those words out and trust to the 
provisions of the trust deeds. He hoped 
that might be the ultimate decision they 
would arrive at. From some remarks 
made by the First Lord of the Treasury 
in reply to other speeches, he rather 
gathered that his opinion was that the 
employment of the teacher was more 
necessary in reference to religious in- 
struction than the presence of the clergy- 
man. That was entirely contrary to 
their contention. They had always con- 
tended that one of the first duties of the 
clergyman was in the school to teach the 
children the religious instruction in con- 
nection with the denomination to which 
he belonged, and the chief responsibility 
for this rested upon the clergyman. He 
confessed that he had always understood 
that the right and privilege of the 
parents was in the Conscience Clause 
and not in the dictation of a particular 
dogmatic teaching which the children 
should receive. The parents knew the 
particular religious teaching by the fact 
that they sent their children to the school 
of that particular denomination. They 
had the right to withdraw their children 
under the Conscience Clause, and there- 
fore he did not think that the parents 


were the proper people to decide this | 


matter, which should be left to those who 
founded the school under the provisions 


.of the trust deed. There was one class 
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of schools which had not been mentioned, | teachings being imported into the 
namely, those who had no trust deeds at schools which were not in accordance 
all. There were a great many schools | with the principles of the Church or 
inthis country at the present moment|in harmony with the wishes of the 
which did not possess any trust deeds.| majority of the people. He thought 
A great number of the schools spoken of | it was calculated to create difficulty 
as Church schools were in the hands of }and permanent trouble in the de- 
private owners, and some did not possess | nominational schools. Apart from the 
trust deeds, but which for centuries had | Roman Catholic community he should 
been closely connected with the Church. think that others, as, for instance, the 
Such schools were not bound by any Jewish persuasion, might well object to 
particular provision except by some old the intrusion of managers, who need not 
connection of the Church of England. either share or sympathise with the 
He did not think that this Clause met Opitions of the foundation managers. 
their case at all, because if they left out. The Amendment was illogical and con- 
of the central portion of the Clause the ‘Ty to sound principle. It proposed 
words “in accordance with the tenor of | that the religious instruction given in the 
the provisions (if any) of the trust deed schools should be under the control of 
relating thereto” it did not apply to the managers. The great function of the 
them. If those words were left out the | ehaiprsee dar lire ellie: ape ed 
atid wei maha, ligious instruction in the parish, and his 
“Religious instruction shall be given in a | ae duty pn a ape wa a on sna 
school not provided by the local education young im religion and aoe the things 
authority and shall be under the control of the | Necessary to their salvation. If the 
managers.” |managers were to control the religious 
Therefore, in that case, the managers instruction given in the school they might 
would have sole control and could dictate | as reasonably control the religious instruc- 
inreligion. That was the strict meaning | tion given from the pulpit. One of the 
of the words, although the Government | great disadvantages in this country was 
did not intend it to be so. The debate | that the people were not uniformly in- 
had shown, he thought, that the Amend- | structed in religious principles. How 
ment was not free from great ambiguity, | Was it that people were falling away from 
and that the mover of it and the| the Protestant Churches 1 They did not 
Government seemed to have approached | hear of Roman Catholics being converted 
to other persuasions, and that was because 


the matter from an entirely different | el agg ae i in dtc Silesian ae 
point of view. The debate also had | they were instructed in the principies 0 


shown that under this Amendment some | ae ep we — Pa youth a 
denominations must clearly be exempted. | 5° "©" one Sao es Sony eee ee 


: . entaats . , aus ‘ 
This Amendment had raised an extremely | Protestant Churches was because the 


: | people had not been sufficiently instructed 
> sul e Govern- | PEOP : ee 
thorny subject, and he urged the Govern- | Theat inetrection could 


: |in early youth. 
ment to consider very carefully whether | epee : : 
: |be best given by persons skilled in 

they could not find either some Amend- a , 


ment of this provision or some other 
means of satisfying the minds of many 
loyal supporters who would like tosupport 
the Bill, but who felt that this proposal 


| teaching and from whom the children 
| were accustomed to receive instruction. 
He did not know whether the Govern- 
|ment, who had readily accepted the 
_Amendment, were disposed to make any 


| modification in its terms. He reminded 


went further than they anticipated. 
: — anxr| the Government that the constitution 
(3.0.) Siz JAMES FERGUSSON | of the board of managers had _ been 


(Manchester, N.E.) said this Bill was vitally changed since the Clause was 
intended to redress well-founded griev- | introduced, and contended that the 
ances, which they had endured for modifications which had been made 
many years. He regretted that he involved an infraction of the principle of 
could not accept the reply given by the Bill as originally drafted in so far as 
the Prime Minister as sufficient. He | the composition of the board of managers 
associated himself with his right hon. |was concerned. He regretted that the 
* ipo and others in the recognition of Amendment had been obtruded on the 
the great need to guard against excep-| Committee at this stage. It was un- 
tional religious observances and peculiar | necessary, and calculated to serve sectarian 
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prejudices and to disturb harmonious 
relations. He should certainly vote 


against the Amendment as it stood if 
there should be a division, but he did 
hope that the Government would consider 
the objections that had been raised by 
some of their best supporters and would 
not insist on forcing into the Bill that 
which would give offence to many of the 
very best friends of religious education, 
and that which would do harm in the 
future. 


Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, 8.) said he 
wished to support the view put for- 
ward by his hon. and gallant friend the 
Member for North Galway. He knew 
the position of the Irish Catholics of 
England and Wales in this matter. Most 
of those who came over to England and 
Wales originally were the very poorest 
of their race. He would oppose the 
Amendment because it would inflict 
serious injury and wrong on those people. 
At present they paid rates for board 
schools out of their slender and scanty 
resources. He thought it was very unfair 
to Catholics, who had made sacrifices and 
built schools for the teaching of their own 
religion, out of their slender and scanty 
resources, that under the cover of this 
insidious Amendment they should be 
obliged to run the risk of having their 
schools confiscated. The Prime Minister 
had said that it did not matter although 
two men opposed to their faith were 
imported into the management of Catholic 
schools. This was a very serious matter 
for Roman Catholics. The noble Lord 
the Member for Greenwich, who took a 
sympathetic view of this matter, had 
shown his appreciation of their posi- 
tion when he spoke of _ different 
kinds of Roman Catholicism. There 
was only one kind. That was the kind 
which had lasted from the beginning, and 
would last to the end. They did not 
want, in connection with Catholic 
schools, men imported into the manage- 
ment who differed from them in religious 
affairs. They had to look to the future. 
At present they had a Government who 
had been to a certain extent sympathetic 


with the Catholics in this matter. The 
Prime Minister had stated that in 
England there was a_ tendency to 


magnify small abuses, and it was possible 

that in the future a “No Popery” or anti- 

ritualist storm might sweep over the 

country. and there might be a Govern- 
Sir J. Fergusson. 


{COMMONS} 





Bill. 


1344 


ment in power hostile to the Roman 
Catholics. If the hon. Member for 
Carnarvon was in power. and if there 
was a Government led by him—he was 
fit to lead a Government—if the Govern. 
ment was inspired by his views, the 
composition of the Board of Managers 
might be altered. Instead of having 


two managers not holding Roman 
Catholic opinions there might be a 


majority hostile to that religion. In the 
part of Ireland where he lived there 
were only about two per cent. of 
Presbyterians, and if the rule were 
applied there which it was proposed to 
apply here it would mean that the 
Roman Catholics would be in a position to 
confiscate a school which a Presbyterian 
gentleman had provided at a cost of 
£800 for the children belonging to his 
creed. He would explain his own 
personal position in this matter. The 
hon. Member for North Galway had 
pointed out that in every part of 
England Roman Catholics were in a 
minority except in the Scotland Division 
of Liverpool [An Hon. Member: 
“Where is the Member?’|] That 
was the very question: he was going 
to ask. He had been torn by two con 
flicting passions. He had been unjustly 
punished by the Government, }ut the 
hon. Member for the Scotland Division 
had taken very good care never to have 
upon him the weighty hand of England in 
Ireland. He could not vote on this 
Amendment with the Government. It 
was not in human nature to do 80, 
and he supposed there was some human 
nature in Irishmen. He coutd not go into 
the same lobby with men who had 
recently sent him to prison. At the 
same time he felt a conflict of opinion on 
this matter because of the devotion he 
had to the old Church of his fathers. 
3ut there was no excuse for the hon. 
Member for the Scotland Division not 
being here to stand up for the Catholies 
of Liverpool who put him into this 
Parliament. They were told by the 
gentleman who regulated the wild-cat 
polities in Ireland that it was on account 
of coercion they should abandon the 
interests of Irish Catholic children of 
England and Wales. He asked the Chief 
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Secretary for Ireland yesterday how 
many were in the prison list on April 
5th in Connaught and in the adjoining 


counties of Lougford and West Meath—— 
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*THeE CHAIRMAN: We are not 
discussing the Crimes Act at present. 


Mr. TULLY: Mr. Lowther, I am 
deeply obliged to you, Sir. The hon. 
Member said he was merely striving to 
explain his personal position, He hoped 
he would be allowed to put his point as 
a matter of personal explanation. He 
asked the Chief Secretary how many 
were in the prison list in April and how 
many this day week. The right hon. 
Gentleman's answer was that there were 
five in April, and he was one of them, 
while this day week there was not one. 
The gentlemen who left the Irish Benches 
and would not vote on this Amendment 
which affected the Catholics of England 
were the same gentlemen who were 
voting for this Bill in April when he was 
one of the five in prison. So that there 
was no justification for their desertion 


of these Benches on the ground of 
coercion, Another reason why they 


should be here to support the Amend- 
ment was that they had received valu- 
able support from the Irish Catholics. 
He read in the newspapers the other 
day that out of £11,000 subscribed for 
the Irish Parliamentary fund £4,800 
came from the Catholics of England and 
Wales. On that ground these gentlemen 
should have been here. He intended to 
vote against the Government on this 
Amendment, because he believed it 
would do a grievous wrong to the Irish 
Catholics in England and Wales. If the 
Amendment were incorporated in the 
Bill it would be the thin end of the 
wedge by which Roman Catholics sooner 
or later might have their schools con- 
fiscated. 


(3.23.) Major RASCH (Essex, Chelms- 
ford) was very glad that the Government 
had accepted this Amendment, because 
alter the sympathetic attitude which 
they had taken up towards the agricul- 
tural interest he would have found it 
very hard to vote against them. The 
Government had given them £900,000, 
and he hoped they would show that 
they were not ungrateful Last 
night the Prime Minister said he did 
not know where on earth he could find 
gratitude. He could inform his right 
hon. friend that he would find it in the 


bosoms of the members of the agricul-. 


tural party—so long as he treated them 
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fairly. Personally, he did not consider 
that any of the Amendments which had 
been moved were of the slightest impor- 
tance, and the bulk of his constituents 
did not care a brass farthing for them. 
But this particular Amendment was 
certainly worth supporting, because it 
would remove causes of friction, and it 
would have a salubrious effect in certain 
parishes with which he was acquainted. 
It would also form a very agreeable cor- 
rective to the incessant beating of the 
ecclesiastical drum by the noble Lord 
the Member for Greenwich, and other 
hon. Members below the gangway. 


Sirk JOHN KENNAWAY (Devonshire, 
Honiton) said he could not agree with his 
hon. and gallant friend that the passing 
of this Amendment in its present form 
would tend to smooth the passage of 
the Bill. He thought it was regarded 
on this side of the House with very 
great alarm. But however that might 
be, he was sure they were all agreed that 
the Government had devoted their best 
energies towardssecuring denominational 
education, on behalf of which great 
sacrifices had been made in the past, and 
in the interest of which Churchmen 
generally were prepared to put up with 
certain restrictions. With regard to the 
controversy over the selection of teachers, 
they were very grateful on this side of 
the House for the firmness with which 
the Government had stood to their guns 
The public wanted to know what were 
to be the powers conferred by the Bill 
on the managers, and also how far 
their position as trustees would be 
affected by the new system. He thought 
they had not sufficiently considered the 
position of the clergy in this matter, and 
that they often forgot the great services 
which that body of men had rendered to 
education in the past. There ought to 
be also some gratitude for favours to 
come, because it must be remembered 
that they wanted the clergy to take a 
great part in carrying out this Bill when 
it was passed. That was to be of vital 
importance. His fear was that if the 
Amendment were carried in its present 
form, and that the clergy were only 
told that religicus instruction was to be 
carried on “according to the tenor of 
the trust deeds,” and if it were intimated 
to them that they were absolutely under 
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the control of the board of managers, 
they would feel when they went on to 
the new board of management, that 
they had a rope round their necks 
which would hinder their exertions. 
Some hon. Members were only just begin- 
ning to understand that the trust deeds 
were to be interfered with. When they 
came to interfere with the action of reli- 
gious teaching it was a very serious thing 
indeed, ard he would very cordially 
agree with the noble Lord the Member 
for Greenwich in asking the Govern- 
ment to let the trust deeds stand on the 
basis to which he alluded when he said 
that the managers should be given the 
superintendence of religious education in 
the day schools, as differentiated from 
the control otherwise. If that were done 
and the managers had control—which 
should be specified in the clearest way— 
according to the conditions of the trust 
deed, it seemed to him that they would 
be able to use their power and influence, 
and to make their control effective. 
Even if the clergyman, as Chairman, 
were allowed the superintendence of 
religious instruction, themanagers would 
be able to forbid the introduction of 
objectionable pictures and handbooks, 
and services which were not in accord- 
ance with the doctrines and practices of 
the Church of England. That would be 
a control with which the country would 


be satisfied. 


Mr. GOULDING (Wiltshire, Devizes) 
said that, speaking in behalf of those 
who were in favour of denomina- 
tional schools, they had never contem- 
plated before that afternoon that the 
representatives of the local authority on 
the Board of Managers would have any 
say whatever in the denominational in- 
struction given to the pupils. [‘ Hear, 
hear!” and ironical cheers from the 
OpposiTION Benches.| He certainly 
differed entirely from the hon. Gentle- 
man opposite, because he believed in 
denominational teaching. He under- 
stood that a bargain had been entered 
into: that the schools were to be placed 
under popular control in regard to 
secular education, but that the managers 
were to have power to give religious 
instruction according to the faith of the 
parents in the denominational schools. 
If this Amendment were carried; the 


Sir John Kennaway. 
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result of giving this mandatory in- 
struction to the managers to take an 
active part in deciding what kind of 
faith was to be taught in the schools, 
what could any reasonable man con- 
template except friction and confusion ? 
He had given a strong pledge to his con- 
stituents that he would do the best he 
could to support the maintenance of 
denominational schools in the country, 
and he therefore could take no part 
whatever in voting for the Amendment. 
He most respectfully said that it was a 
mockery to ask men who were not 
Churchmen or Roman Catholics to come 
and sit at a Board and lay down laws 
as to the tenets that were to be held, 
and the instruction that was to be given, 
in these schools. He appealed to the 
Prime Minister—because he was perfectly 
certain that some of his supporters in 
the country were believers in denomina- 
tional education, and wished this Bill to 
be passed into law—that he ought to be 
very chary before he inflicted upon them 
the hardship and the slur which the 
clergy would feel if this Amendment 
were passed. Heappealed most earnestly 
to the Prime Minister not to put too 
strong a pressure upon his supporters 
on that side of the House to vote for 
his Amendment, and to postpone the 
discussion of this question until the 
eighty representatives of Ireland, who 
were now absent from the House, and 
who represented the great Roman 
Catholic body, could be present. 


Mr. HENRY HOBHOUSE (Somerset- 
shire, E.)said that he was sorry he could not 
agree with his hon. friend that they should 
delay this question to a later date. He 
had no desire to prolong the debate, but 
he would put this question to his hon. 
friend who had spoken so strongly in 
regard to the Amendment: “If his view 
is correct, and if the managers are to 
have no voice in regard to religious in- 
struction to be given in denominational 
schools, what are we fighting for?” He 
understood that they were to have a 
denominational majority on the managing 
body and that thereby they would secure 
the religious instruction which was to be 
given. But if the managers were only to 
have power over secular instruction, then 
he agreed with his hon. friend that Clause 
7 ought to be re-cast. Surely it was not 
to be said that the clergy were to have 
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complete superintendence of the voluntary | 
schools. He believed they would still 
have a very strong and influential voice, 
especially in regard to religious education. 
That was what he wanted ; but he believed 
that the trustees would retain great power 
of control over the schools. | 


Mr. CRIPPS (Lancashire, Stretford) 
said that to his mind they were dealing 
now with one of the most anxious 
and intricate matters which had been 
brought before the Committee. It could 
not be denied that this question of 
religious education had roused a strong 
feeling on the part of hon. Gentlemen 
opposite. He regretted that the Amend- 
ment had been brought forward, and that 
the Government had been induced to 
give its sanction to it. There were two 
reasons why he was opposed to the 
Amendment. In the first instance he 
could not think there was any worse 
way of dealing with the point under 
discussion. If it was true that there 
were extreme ritualistic practices in 
certain cases, then these ought to be put 
down by proper disciplinary measures. | 
In the second place, he considered that 
the Amendment would introduce friction 
and trouble into the National Church. 
Clergymen who introduced these illegal , 
practices ought to be deposed at once, 
but the assumption was that they were 
kept within the parish and yet that the 
managers of the schools were prohibited 
from superintending the religious teach- 
ing. Could human ingenuity provide 
the machinery which would be more 
fertile in introducing religious difficulties ? 
If the parishioners and the clergyman 
were not at one, the clergyman ought to 
be deposed by legal action and through 
the action of the bishop. To keep the 
clergyman in the parish under a 
prohibition from teaching would be to put 
him into perpetual antagonism to the 
religious teaching, not only of the 
teachers of the children but to the 
whole life of the parish. He thought 
that the Amendment was absolutely 
futile, and that it had been brought in 
from religious animosity. 


(3.52.) Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I would) 


ask the Committee, I will not say to come 
to a decision now on the whole Amend- 
ment, but, at all events, if they consider 
this Amendment to be a proper subject 
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to work upon to enter upon the task of 
amending the Amendment if necessary. 
That would bring the debate on the 
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general question, so far as those Amend- 
| ments raise it, to an end. 


I think we 
ought, if possible, to bring it to an end, 
though I have not the least desire to 
minimise its difficulty or importance. 
I would point out that the debate has 
been going on four hours, and I do not 
want to add to its length. I think if 
my advice is taken, and we do enter on 
the Amendments, the Committee will 
perhaps expect me to say a word or two 
before we reach that stage. My hon. 
and learned friend who has just spoken 
does not like this method of preventing 
abnormal or eccentric teaching in Church 
schools, and thinks that that should be 


dealt with by proper disciplinary 
measures affecting the whole of 
our ecclesiastical organisation. That 


might be a very good solution; but 
I ask whether it is a _ practicable 
solution? If a modest Amendment of 
this kind raises this immense mass of 
religious difficulty, of religious feeling, 
I ask whether any Gentleman bringing 
in a great measure of disciplinary reform 
of the Church of England would be 
likely to have a very agreeable time 
before him? Evidently, if anything is 
to be done, and to be done soon, it must 
be done irrespective of any such wide- 
spreading measure. I wholly agree with 
my hon. and learned friend and other 
speakers on this side of the House in 
desiring to see the trust deeds interiered 
with as little as possible. With that 
broad principle I entirely agree, but 
we must all recognise that this Bill 
does involve some interference with 
trust deeds, that some interference is 
inevitable, and all we can do is to cut 
down that interference to the narrowest 
proportions consistent with the general 
principles that underlie the measure. 
My noble friend the Member for Green- 
wich has upon the Paper an Amendment, 
which, as I understand, would preserve 
the control of the managers, but would, 
as regards any other power, leave them 
subject to the trust deed. If such an 
Amendment can be devised I have no 
objection to it. What I do object to is 


anything that interferes with the control 


of the managers. That is the essence 


\of the Amendment. I do not think it 
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is worth while persevering with age 
short of that. On the other hand. 

go an inch further, I think, is unneces- 
sary and would be extremely undesirable. 
So much for the general principle. 
Then I am told, and I am afraid I am 
told with a certain amount of truth, that 
the Amendment of my gallant friend 
cannot be otherwise than distasteful to a 
great many most admirable clergymen 
who have devoted their time to educa- 
tional work in their parishes, who have 
never come into the smallest conflict with 
members either of their own community 
or of other communities, and who will feel 
themselves insulted by any provision of 
the kind which my gall: ant friend suggests. 
I do not think that they ought to have 
this feeling. I am the last man in the 


House—and I think the Committee will 
agree that I have done something to 
prove it—who would desire to run 


counter in any way to the legitimate 
feelings of any body of clergymen, 
especially, least of all, of those of the 
Church of England. But Iam afraid that 
some of the speeches delivered this after- 
noon, though temperate and moderate in 
tone, may produce irritation which, apart 
from these speeches, I should have 
expected would have remained quiescent. 
When a large number of Members say 
that they are deeply concerned for the 
welfare of the Church and the honour of 
the clergy, and that not only would the 
clergy have their feelings hurt, but that 
they ought to be hurt, [am afraid that 
the deplorable evil that may result from 
these remarks cannot but be aggravated 
in consequence. But we have to consider 
other persons besides the clei rev. The 
clergy have done the lion’s share in the 
educational work of the country, and in 
my opinion they have not received 
sufficient gratitude. But we mean to call 
into existence, if we can, other managers 
who, if they do not riy al the clergy, will, 
at all events, bear their fair share in the 
work of education. What is to be their 
feeling if the Amendment of my hon. 


and gallant friend is rejected ? Remem- 
ber we have taken away from these 


managers all control of secular education. 
Their. powers as regards secular education 
will be simply what the education author- 
ity choose to make them. All the great 
questions of policy connected with the 
school will not be decided by them, but by 
the education authority. It is now 
proposed to take away from them—[ Lord 


Mr. Ad. Balfour. 
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HucH Cecit: Not to give them.] Yes, 
not to give them, in the Bill which calls 
them into existence, even the smallest 
share in the control of the religious 
education of the schools in any of the 
schools where the existing trust deeds 
give it to the clergyman. What will 
the five man: wers have to do in the 
interval between the selection of 
teachers? They will be called in, no 
doubt, when a teacher is to be selected, 
but that will be a comparatively rare 
occurrence, and in the interval they will 
have no administrative work at all to 
carry out. How can a system like that 
evoke that interest in the management 
of the school which we all desire to see ? 
I have listened with a little surprise to 
the expression of general feeling which 
has come from so many quarters on this 
side of the House. I have been in the 
forefront of the battle over this Bill ever 
since it was introduced. I have not 
always received enthusiastic support, [ 
quite admit, even from some of those 
who have been, on general policy, in 
harmony with the policy of the Govern- 
ment. There was a time when tliey 
looked very coldly upon the Bill. What 
was the tenor of their expressions ! 
Their cry was that this was a Bill to give 
clerical control—a ery caught up by 
many supporters of the Government 
from the loud utterances of many Gentle- 
men on the other side of the House. [ 
will not attempt to estimate the number 
of letters I have received from friends of 
the Government, stating that this was a 
dreadful measure, that in the guise otf 
improving secular education, the Govern- 
ment were really fastening upon their 
necks the yoke of the clergy. We all 
know what was the source of those letters. 
They were faithfully distributed by too 
apt disciples among those who should 
have looked with some suspicion upon 
the source from which these calumnious 
utterances arose. Now I find a strange 
change has come over the aspect of the 
question. The Bill is now beginning to 
be understood, and as it is beginning to 
be understood it is becoming more 
popular, and as it becomes more popular 
this extraordinary phenomenon has taken 
place — that those who were uttering 
these melancholy prophecies as to the 
way in which the Bill would fasten 
clerical control on us and our children 
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now are rising in their thousands, saying 
that the Bill is an insult to the clergy. 
Every manvhas a right to his own 
opinions and to give expression to them. 
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I only say, with all respect, that it is not | 


very easy to conduct a highly contro- 


versial Bill in the mit of a storm ¢ 
ersial Bill the midst of a stor Oi ell « school,” 


criticism, and to find that among those 
on whose support we have a right co 
count are those who have changed their 


the controversy. I quite recognise that 
there is a strong feeling in the House, 
and in quarters of the House where | 
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Lord into the division lobby against an 
Amendment which would have a very 
evil effect on the Bill. 


Mr. GRIFFITH BOSCAWEN moved 


| to insert in the Amendment, before the 


the words, “ public 


elementary.” The object, he said, was 


_to limit the scope of the Amendment to 


count On most strenuous support of the | 


principle of the Bill, in favour of this 
Amendment. I shall not 
Government matter. I shall most 
emphatically vote for it myself, and I 
trust that all those who agree with me 


make it a/| 


in the general principles of the Bill will | 


support me in the division. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) 
said he had taken the greatest possible 
interest in the very trank avowal of his 
right hon. friend. which was so much 
cheered on the other side. Still, he was 
a little in the dark ; and he was afraid 


if his right hon. friend persisted in the | 


attitude he had taken up, he would find 
that the Amendment would be carried, 


tactics at different stages in the course of | day schools. 


Amendment proposed to the proposed 
Amendinent— 


“Tn line 1, after ‘a, to insert ‘ public 
elementary.’ °—(Mr. Griffith Boscawen.) 


‘ 


Question, ‘‘ That those words be there 
inserted in the proposed Amendment, 
put and agreed to. 


Lorp HUGH CECIL said he did not 


| intend, afterthe long discussion, to move 


| 


and if carried it would certainly be fatal | 
‘the control of the managers should be 
/subject to the terms of the trust deed. 


to the Bill, because it would render 
disaffected all those on whose support 
the Government could count. When he 


first looked at the Amendment, he 
regarded it as a kind of military 


incursion into the ecclesiastical domain. 
Now. he believed it was really and dis- 
tinctly a Government Amendment; and 
he very much doubted whether the hon. 
and gallant sponsor of the Amendment 
was its real author. It was a Govern- 
ment Amendment to conciliate the 
Opposition, and he thought it would 
succeed to this extent. What would 
happen when they went to a division 
was that the Opposition would vote for 
the Amendment, and that the true 
friends of the denominationalists would 
vote against it. That was a very 
awkward situation. The noble Lord the 
Member for Greenwich was his superior 
otiicer on the occasion, and he could not, 
therefore, discharge his allegiance to the 
Government, but would follow the noble 





to omit the words, *‘the tenour of,’ 
but he should move to insert after “ and ~ 
in the original Amendment the words, 
‘“‘subject to those provisions.” He did 
not know what the precise effect of the 
words would be, but he thought they 
would allow the clergyman to visit the 
school, see what was going on, and hear 
the Catechism being taught. The object 
of his Amendment was to secure that 


Unless this Amendment was carried, 
the evils which his right hon. friend 
thought might arise out of the discussion 


| would be found to be very real indeed. 


He hoped very earnestly that the Govern- 
ment would accept this Amendment. 
It was the only course open by which 
they could still the storm which had 
been so unfortunately raised. The man- 
agers had the right to appoint and 
dismiss the teachers, and therefore their 
control was complete already. If the 
words he suggested were accepted, the 
Amendment would combine the two 
streams of feeling, though neither would 
be completely satisfied, and the sense of 
personal wrong on the part of the clergy 
would be removed. 


Amendment proposed to the proposed 
Amendment— 


‘In line 3, after ‘and,’ to insert ‘subject to 
those provisions.” "—(Lord Hugh Cecil.) 
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Question proposed, “‘ That those words 
be there inserted in the proposed 
Amendment.” 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he under- 
stood that the object of his noble friend 
was to leave to the control of the 
managers everything that was not con- 
trolled by the trust deed. 


Lorp HUGH CECIL said he did not 
know what his right hon. friend meant 
by “control.” 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said no stronger 
word had occurred to himself or to those 
who advised him in the matter. It had 
been used throughout the Bill as the 
strongest word to indicate power over 
any course of instruction. He did not 
think the words proposed by his noble 
friend would do, but the general principle 
he had laid down would be safeguarded 
if they put in the following proviso :— 

“Provided that any power as to religious 
instruction conferred by the deed on any 
clergyman or minister of religion shall, 
— to such control, remain vested in 
1m. 


LorpD HUGH CECIL said that would 
be almost worse than his hon. and 
gallant friend’s Amendment. A good 
many people thought that the original 
Amendment would have no effect what- 
ever, and he preferred to take the chance 
that his hon. and gallant friend might 
be mistaken rather than accept these 
words, which would quite definitely 
subject the trust deed to the control of 
the managers. 


Str WILLIAM HARCOURT said the 
words proposed by the noble Lord would 
be governed by the previous words “in 
accordance with the tenour of the pro- 
visions of the trust deed.” He imagined 
that the noble Lord desired to insist 
upon the verbal interpretation of the 
trust deed. The main question was 
whether there was or was not to be a 
lay element of control as regarded 
religious education, 


Under the trust | 


{COMMONS} 


deed of the National Society, which was | 


the trust deed for the Anglican de- 
nomination and the Church of England, 
the clergyman had, practically speaking, 
the sole control of the religious education 





Bill. 


in the school. Therefore, unless they 
declared that the managers should have 
control, they left in the hands of the 
parson the sole control of the religious 
instruction, and all that had been said 
in the House and in the country about 
giving a voice to the laity in the parish 
on the subject of the religious education 
of the children would come to nothing. 
If they rejected this Amendment they 
would give absolute authority to the 
parson, and to the parson alone. If the 
Government were going to insist that 
the trusts were not to be modified at all, 
they would be giving sole control of 
religious education, in schools supported 
by public money, to the principal officiat- 
ing minister. Therefore, however much 
they might consider that he was, in 
point of fact, violating the trust by giv- 
ing religious teaching not in accordance 
with the doctrine of the Church of 
England, yet, according to the Amend- 
ment of the noble Lord, they would 
have no voice in the matter, as the 
minister would be the sole controlling 
authority. 
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*Mr. PEMBERTON (Sunderland) said 
it should be remembered that the Amend- 
ment before the Committee ran counter to 
a very considerable amount of feeling on 
that side of the House. Some of his hon. 
friends, at the earlier stages of the Bill 
had subordinated their own views to the 
general wishes of their party, and he 
thought they might reasonably ask others 
to subordinate their views also. He was 
strongly opposed to the noble Lord’s 
Amendment, because its object was to 
make the original Amendment have no 
effect whatever. He understood that the 
object of the original Amendment was to 
give a kind of supervision to the managers 
over possible aberrations on the part of 
the clergy. He thought that was reason- 
able. That power of supervision could 
only be exercised where some particular 
man exceeded the spirit of the trust deed 
under which he was acting. He hoped 
the House would reject the Amendment 
of the noble Lord. 


Question put and negatived. 
*Sirn JAMES FERGUSSON was under- 


stood to say that he thought it was most 
desirable that the denominational managers 
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should be associated with the clergymen 
in the control of religious education in the 
schools. The Clause as it stood did not 
provide for it, but he thought that that 
point might be met by the insertion at 
the end of line 3 of the word “foundation ” 
before the word “ managers.” He begged 
to move that Amendment. 


Mr. WHITLEY, upon a point of 
order said he had submitted an Amend- 
ment at a former stage to insert the 
word ‘foundation,’ and it was then 
suggested that all the managers should 
act together. 


*THeE CHAIRMAN: That dealt with 
secular instruction; this is another 
question. 


Amendment proposed to the proposed 
Amendment— 


“At the end of line 3, to insert the word 
‘foundation.’ ”—(Sir James Fergusson.) 


(Juestion proposed, “That the word 
‘toundation’ be there inserted in the 
proposed Amendment. 


*Mr. COHEN (Islington, E.) agreed 
with what had fallen from the Prime 
Minister in the earlier portion of the day, 
when the right hon. Gentleman said that 
nobody wished in any way to alter the 
denominational character of any single 
school in the kingdom, and further that 
the fears of the noble Lord the Member 
for Chichester were groundless. He was 
of the same opinion. He did not 
suppose the local education authority 
would desire to put a Roman Catholic 
teacher into, for instance, a Jewish 
school, or a member of the Jewish com- 
munity into a Roman Catholic school. 
That being so, what possible objection 
could there be to putting a word into 


the Bill the effect of which would be to! 


carry out and make obligatory the result 
which every hon. Member of the Com- 
mittee desired. 


as little as anybody to place the inculea- 
tion of religious instruction exclusively ir 
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| the hands of the clergy, but there was a 
| great difference between givingclergy men 
| a preponderating control with regard to 
religious instruction and importing into 
| that religious instruction persons who 


His community desired | 
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were not members of the denomination ; 
persons who knew little about it and 
cared less. That seemed to him so 
universally recognised that he could not 
see what objection there could be to 
the Amendment. A large part of what 
they regarded as religious instruction 
in the schools of his community con- 
sisted of teaching the Hebrew language 
He stated that detail in order that the 


/Committee might see why from the 


point of view of the community to which 
he belonged it was necessary that the 
governing body should be members of 
that community. For that reason he 
hoped the Prime Minister and the 
Government would be able to accept the 
Amendment of the hon. Member for 
Manchester, which he respectfully sub- 
mitted carried out and made obligatory 
that which was the desire, intention and 
the anticipation of the Government. 


Lorpv HUGH CECIL said that when 
he contrasted the attitude of the Govern- 
ment now with what they had said 
in the past it seemed to him absolutely 
unjustifiable that one denomination 
should be allowed a voice in the control 
of the schools of another denomination. 
He thoroughly approved of this Amend- 
ment to the original Amendment, but he 
hoped a division would not be taken 
upon it. The only object in dividing at 
all was to get an expression of opinion, 
and he thought it would be better to 
take the division on the Amendment of 
his hon. and gallant friend in all its 
naked enormity. 


Question put and negatived. 


(4.42.) Question put, “That those 
words, as amended, be there inserted.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 211; 
Noes, 41, (Division List, No. 452.) 
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Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Carew, James Laurence 


Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Davenport, William Bromley- | 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest | Perey, Earl 
Gibbs, Hon. Vicary (St. Albans) | 
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Mr. TULLY: On a point of order, 
Sir. This is the only chance I have had 
to vote, and I have not been counted. 


*THE CHAIRMAN: The hon. Member 
is under a misapprehension. He has 
been counted. He makes the forty-first. 


(4.45.) Sin WILLIAM ANSON moved 
to leave out sub-Section 3. He explained 
that the arrangements under the 
Voluntary Schools Act, 1897, indicated 
in the sub-Section, would be afterwards 
provided for by an Amendment in the 
name of the Prime Minister, and that 
the financial arrangements indicated last 
summer would come up as a new Clause. 
In these circumstances, the sub-Section 
had no right or place in the Bill. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘In page 3%, line 30, to leave out sub- 
Section (3).°—(Sir, William Anson.) 


(Juestion proposed, “That sub-Section 
(3) stand part of the Clause.” 


Mr. WHITLEY asked, as he had not 
the new Clause by the Prime Minister 
containing the financial arrangements 
before him, whether under that the grant 
would be paid to the county authority, 
and not in any case to the individual 
schools. 


Sir WILLIAM ANSON said he was 
not prepared to discuss the new Clause 
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until it came before the Committee. All 
he said was that the new Clause made it 
unnecessary for this sub-Section to remain 
in the Bill. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon 
Boroughs) asked the First Lord of the 
Treasury when the Government pro- 
posed to go into Committee on the 
Financial Clause. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he should 
be glad to consult the convenience of 
the House on that point. 


Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
E.) pointed out that the Resolution might 
well be discussed before the Committee 
came to Clause 13. 


Mr. WHITLEY said he was under the 
impression that the new Clause was put 
down to come after Clause 10. He 
wished to know whether it would be 
taken after Clause 10 or at the end of 
the twenty Clauses of the Bill. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said that all the 
new Clauses would be discussed at the 
end of the Bill, but the Resolution 
would be discussed before. 


Mr. CHAPLIN (Lincolnshire, Sleatord) 
asked when the Resolution would be put 
upon the Paper. 
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ment is on the Paper, and the Resolution 
is practically the same. 


Question put and negatived. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Clause, as amended, stand 
part of the Bill.” 


*Mr. TREVELYAN (Yorkshire, 
W.R., Elland) said the central fact of 
this Clause was the appointment 
of the teachers. The claim of the 
Opposition was that, as teachers were 
in future to be paid from public funds, 
their appointment should be in the hands 
of a public authority. On this there 
had been absolutely no concession made, 
and there had been no adequate defence 
of the Government position. Teachers 
were to remain subject to a religious 
test, because in the opinion of the 
Government the denominational char- 
acter of the schools must be maintained, 
but the alternative to the Government 
proposal had never, really, been discussed. 
The Colonial Secretary had made a de- 
fence of the system of tests, but the only 
argument he could bring forward was 
that, under many School Boards, tests— 
perhaps not open and avowed, but none 
the less etfective—existed, and that there- 
fore, in pursuance of the principles of 
religious equality, tests ought to be main- 
tained in the voluntary schools. What 
did the right hon. Gentleman mean by 
that? There were no School Boards of 
any size under which religious tests for 
teachers were permitted. The only 
instance in the history of School Boards 
in which a considerable party had pro- 
posed such a thing was when Mr. 
Athelstan Riley and his friends on the 
London School Board endeavoured to 
impose a Church test on teachers, and 
were utterly smashed at the ensuing 
election. The defence of the Govern- 
ment was that the policy laid down in 
the Clause was the only means by which 
the religious character of the denomina- 
tional schools could be maintained. But 
was that the case? The possible alterna- 
tive had never been really discussed. 
The proposition that the clergy should be 
allowed to go into the schools, both 


{COMMONS} 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The Amend- | 








| Civil 








Bill. 


1364 


voluntary and board, and give whatever 
religious instruction they chose had in it 
the elements of a settlement which might 
be accepted, but the essential part of a 
settlement on those lines was that first 
of all there should be complete popular 
control. It was frequently said that such 
a settlement was out of the question 
because Nonconformists and the upholders 
of School Boards would not, on any account 
allow the clergymen of religious denomina- 
tions to go into the board schools. That 
was entirely contrary to the fact, 
because when the Amendment of the 
noble Lord the Member for Greenwich 
was first placed on the Paper, the 
authorised representatives of the Free 
Churches definitely announced that they 
were ready to consider every possible 
facility given to denominations for the 
giving of religious instruction in or out 
of the school if popular control were 
first accorded in all schools. The 
Committee had to deal with two 
general ideas—the demand for complete 
popular control, and the demand of the 
private individual for religious education 
for his children. Those two ideas were 
perfectly compatible, but nct under the 
plan of the Government, because popular 
control was refused. If the appoint- 
ment of teachers were under popular 
control it might be left to the other 
side to settle the exact conditions 
under which denominational instruc 
tion should be given. The central 
evil of the Clause was the detest- 
able proposition that 60,000 Civil 
servants whose salaries were to 
be paid out of public money, were 
for ever to have a_ religious test 
imposed upon them. That was why 
the opponents of the measure scorned 
the miserable concessions that had been 
made, and sometimes in their indigna- 
tion called them a mockery. They 
certainly were a mockery compared with 
the great end they desired, viz., perfect 
independence for an enormous body of 
servants, and therefore, they 
opposed and would continue to oppose 


the Bill. 


Sik WILLIAM HARCOURT said he 
desired not to go into a _ general 
discussion of the Clause, but to say a 
word on the position in which it left 
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the new authority. The Government 
had created a new education authority 
which they said was more to be trusted 
than an authority elected ad hoc. The 
Clause began by investing the great 
municipal institutions with this author- 
ity, and finished by giving to another 
authority power to overrule the decisions 
of the education authority, and Borough 
and County Councils would be in a 
position of subordination and humilia- 
tion in which they did not stand in 
regard to any other subject. It was 
his opinion that the Clause would create 
much friction, and be a temptation and 
a provocation to managers to appeal 
against an authority they disliked. He 
protested against the introduction of 
an over-ruling authority as provided by 
the Clause, because he believed it would 


lead to mischievous friction, and _ be 
injurious to the education of the 
country. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE supported the 
protest of his right hon. friend. As the 
Clause stood it would allow an appeal 
to the Board of Education on nearly 
every question of detail of administra- 
tion. What made the matter worse | 
was that the Government themselves | 
did not intend that to be the case, and, 
in debate, had constantly limited the 
jurisdiction of the appeal. Many ex- 
planations of intentions upon this point 
had been made, but they had not found 
insertion in the Bill, which remained | 
practically unaltered. There ought to 
be an end of this explaining away of the 
Bill in a sense contrary to the text. 
The Board of Education or the county 
court judge would not go behind the Bill 
and act on the explanations given in 
debate: they would abide by the words 
of the Act. The Government had had 
their difficulties with their own side, 
and to meet those difficulties explana- 
tions had been given to enlarge the 
Bill and make it appear more liberal. 
In fact, the commentaries were much 
better than the text, and the Govern- 
ment were bound, before the Bill left 
the House, to put their explanations 
into the scripture of the Bill. In sanitary 
mattersordinarily a little towncouncil had 
supreme authority ; where schools were 
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concerned similar powers were withheld 
from a great County Council simply 
because of the intrusion of the sectarian 
element. What had religion to do with 
the sanitary condition of a building ? 
If it was a question of insanitary air the 
Council had supreme power; if they 
blended the insanitary air with Church 
atmosphere there was an appeal to the 
Board of Education. The questions 
asked yesterday with regard to the 
veto on the teachers’ appointment showed 
that the members of the Government 
could not agree on the meaning of their 
own Bill. Support was secured for it 
by its vagueness. Everybody could see 
what they wanted in it, and therefore 
could vote for it. But when it came to 
be put in operation this vagueness 
would not do, and the defects of the Bill 
would come out. Hence it was that they 
wanted to know exactly what the Bill 
meant before it left the House of 
Commons. 


Mr. MSKENNA (Monmouthshire, N.) 
hoped the First Lord of the Treasury 
would not consider half an hour sutticient 
in which to discuss the question that 
Clause 8 stand part of the Bill. He 
objected to both the form and the sub- 
stance of the Clause. That was described 
as dealing with the maintenance of schools, 
whereas, as a matter of fact, it did nothing 
of the sort. It was the only Clause in 
the Bill which professed to set up and 
define the relations between the local 
authority and the managers, and its fatal 
defect was that the principal relations 
were not definitely stated, but merely 
inferred. Complaints were frequently 
made of legislation by reference, but 
legislation by inference was far worse. 


(5.28.) Mr. A. J. BALFOUR rose in 
his place and claimed to move, “ That 
the Question be now put.” 


Question put, “That the Question, 
‘That the Clause, as amended, stand part 
of the Bill’ be now put.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 166; 
(Division List No. 453.) 


2 


Noes, 7 
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Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- Macdona, John Cumming Bian 
Duke, Henry Edward M‘Iver,Sir Lewis(EdinburghW TELLERS FOR THE AYES— Bond. 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin, M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) Sir Alexander Acland- Boule 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas Maxwell,Rt Hn.SirH.E(Wigt’n Hood and Mr. Anstruther. Boust 
Brook 
Buteh 
Camp 
Carsoi 
Carvil 
NOES, Caver 
C ven 
Cayze 
Cecil, 
Ajlen,CharlesP.(Gloue., Stroud | Bolton, Thomas Dolling | Caine, William Sproston Cham 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) | Bryce, Rt. Hon. James | Caldwell, James Cram 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. | Burt, Thomas | Cameron, Robert Chapr 
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Kinloch,SirJ ohnGeorgeSmyth 
| Lambert, George 
| Layland-Barratt, Francis 
| Leigh, Sir Joseph 
Leng, Sir John 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-Georg ce, David 
| Lough, Thomas 
Macnamara, Dr. 
| M‘Crae, George 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 
Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mather, Sir William 
Mellor, Rt. Hon. John William 
Morgan,J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Morley, Charles (Bree onshire) 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
| Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Palmer,Sir Charles M.(Durham 
| Paulton, James Mellor 
' Philipps, John Wynford 
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Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dunean, J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir William 

Evans, Samuel 'T. (Glamorgan) 
farqubharson, Dr. Robert 
Fenwick, Charles 

Foster, Sir Walter ‘Derby Co.) 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grant, Corrie 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Sir William | 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale 
Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir ArthurD. 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Jacoby, James Alfred 


Thomas J. 


(5.38.) Question put accordingly. 
Noes, 69. 


AYES. 


Charrington, Spencer 
Charehitt, Winston Spencer 
‘ochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
ohen, Benjamin Louis 
‘olomb,SirJ ohn Charles Ready 
‘uimpton, Lord Alwyne 

‘ox, Lrwin Edward Bainbridge 
‘ripps, Charles Alfred 

ross, Alexander, Glasgow 


Ag es James Tynte 
Aird, > John 

Al haa n, Augustus HH nry Eden 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir Williac 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
erage siege A.J.(Maneh’r | 
xilfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) | Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Balfour, itt HnGer: Ud W.(Leeus | , sir Savile 

Bartley, George C. T. | Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Bathurst, Hon. AllenBenjamin | Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Beckett, Ernest William Davenport, William Bromley- 


wT 7 yy ey Y 


‘rossley 


Bentinck, Lord Henry C. | Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Berest rd, Lord Charle —— Dixon- Hartland,SirFred Dixon 
Bhownagyree, Sir M. | Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Biznold, Arthar Duke, Henry Edward 


Darning-Lawienee, Sir Edwin 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Fardell, Sir T. George 

Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEdward 
Fergusson, RtHn. SirJ.(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 


Bill, Charles 

Biunde ee Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boulnois, Edinund 

Boustield, William Robert 
Brooktield, Colonel Montagu 
Butcher, John George 
Campbell, RtHa. J. A (Glasgow 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. | Fison, Frederick William 
Carvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton | Flower, Ernest 

Cavendish, R. FF. ( N. Lanes.) | Forster, Henry William 
Cavendish, V.( WW. (Derbysh. Foster, PhilipsS.( Warwieck,S. W 
Cayzer, Sir Charles Willi ui | Galloway, William Johnson 

( ag Hus ch pr ich) | Gardner, Ernest 
t.Hn.J.(Birm.) | Gartit, Williain 

Ciramberlain, Rein J.A( Wore. | Godson, SirAugustus Frederick 
Chapman, Edward Gore, HnG. R.C Ormsby-(Salop 
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Price, Robert John 

Rea, Russell 

Rickett, J. Compton 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Shackleton, David James 
Shipman, Dr. Jolin G, 
Sinclair, John (Fortarshire) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesiey 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E.) 
Thomson, I. W. (York, W. RB.) 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Wailace, Robert 

Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 
Mr. Herbert Gladstoneand 
Mr. William M‘Arthur. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 165 ; 
(Division List No. 454.) 


Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. ) 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
ey James Grinible 
Guest, Hon. [vor Churchill 
Gunter, Sir Robert 

Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hain, Edward 

Hall, Edward Marshall 
Hamilton, RtH uLordG(Midd’x 
Hanbury, Kt. Hon. Robert Win. 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heider, Augustus 

Hope, J. F.(Sheilield, Brightside 
Horner, Frederick William 
Howard 1, J.(Midd., Tottenham) 
Hozier, Hon. JamesHenry Cecil 
Kemp, George 
Kenyon, Hon. Geo. T. (Denbigh) 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W.(Salop. 
Kimber, Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Lease, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long “ tol. Charles W. (Evesham 
Long, Rt. Ho. Walter( Bristols. 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
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Lucas, R« 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 


M‘Iver,SirLewis( Edinburgh W | 


M‘Killop,James( Stirling shire) 
Maxwe yi 

Milner, RtHn.Sir Frederick G. 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
More, Robt. Jasper (Shropshire 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Nolan,Col.John P.(Galway,N. 
Palmer, Waiter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Sir Gilbert 

Pease, Herbert P ike(Darlingt’n 
Pembe — John S. G. 

Perey, Earl 

Platt-Higeins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Erne 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. 








st (;eorve 


Bayley, Thomas (Derby shire ) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C.B. 


solton, gs us ee g 
Bryce, | Hon. James 
Burt, T i is 

Caine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Campbell Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Dalziel, James Henry 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 


Duncan, J. Hastines 

Dunn, Sir Willian 

Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan 
IF arquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fenwick, Charles 

Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Goddard, Danie! Ford 

Grant, Corrie 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Harcourt, Rt. Hon. SirWilliam 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 


Adjournment of 


) | Ritehie, Rt 
RtHnsirH. E(Wi igt’n | 


| Sackv a 


| Seely, MajJ.E. | 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


| Spencer, 
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‘ginald J. (Portsmouth ; Purvis, Robert 


Rattigan, Sir William Henry 
Ridley, Hn. M.W. (Stalybridge 
Ridiey,S. Porde( Bethnal Green 
.Ha». Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Royds, Cleme me Molyneux 
Col. 8. G. Stopford- 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
Saunderson, Rt Hn. Col. Edw.. 
B.(L[sle of Wig 
Seton-Karr, Henry 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Smith, Abel H.( Hertford, East) 
Smith,James Parker( Lanarks. 
Sir E. (W. Bromwich) 
Stanley, EdwardJas. (Somerset 


< 


| Stirlinv-Maxwell, Sir Jolin M. | 
Stroyan, Jolin 


Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 


NOES. 


Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
| Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir 


Arthur D. 





| Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Jacoby, Sunaina Atle | 


Kinloch, SirJohnGeorg 
Labouchere, Henry 
Lambert, George 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leigh, Sir Joseph. 

| Leng, Sir John 

| Levy, Maurice 

} Lewis, John Herbert 

| Lloyd-George, David 





} Lough, ——— 
M'‘Crae, Georg 
| M‘kenna, Rey ‘inald 


Mappin, Sir Frederiek Thorpe | 


Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mather, Sir William 
| Mellor, | 
| Morgan,.J. Lloyd (¢ 
| Morley, 
|} Moulton, John Fletcher 
Norton, Capt. Ceeil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 


eSiny th 


tt. Hon. John William | 
‘armarthen) 
Charles (Breeonshire) 
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Thompson, DrEC( Monagh’n,N 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, sir William Edw. M 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vineent,Col. SirC EH (Sheffield 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Welby, Lt-ColA.C.E. (Taunton 
Williams RtHin.J Powell-( Birm 


Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
| Wilson-Todd, Wm. H.( Yorks.) 
Wryiie, Alex: ander 
| Younger, William 
TELLERS FOR THE AYES. 
Sir Alexander Acland 


| 


Hood and Mr. Anstruther. 


Edward | Talbot, Rtind.G.(Oxfd Univ. | 


Palmer,SirCharlesM.(Durham 
Paulton, James Mellor 
Philipps, John Wynford 


P rice, Robert John 
Rea, Russell 
Robertson, Edaiind (Dundee 


Shackleton, David James 
| Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinelair, John (Forfarshire) 
| Sloan, Thomas Henry 
| Soumes, Arthur Wellesley 


| Thomas, “x eer ig ag 
| Thoms son, F. f . (York, W. R.) 
| Wi: illace, ob 
| Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
| Whittelier Thomas Palmer 
| Williams Os mond (Merioneth) 


Wilson, Henry J. (York, Wh.) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOEs. 
Mr. Herbert Gladstone and 
Mr. William M‘ Arthur. 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


| 


It being after half-past five of the Mr. SPEAKER, in pursuance of the 
clock, the Chairman left the Chair to Order of the House of the 16th October, 
make his Report to the House. adjourned the House without Question 

put. 

Committee report Progress; to sit 


again upon Monday next. 


Adjourned at a quarter before Six 
of the clock till Monday next. 





of 


de: 


Meiuber. 


iy the 
te. 


ik 


Ih) 


id 


ext. 


1373 Returns, 
HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Monday, 3rd November, 1902. 
SAT’ FIRST. 

THE LORD BRAYBROOKE 

Sat first in Parliament after the death 
of his brother. 

THE LORD CHEY LESMORE 


Sat first in Parliament after the 


death of his brother. 


s 

3 ea 

= PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 

S La NARKSHIRE (MIDDLE WARD DIS- 
> v RICT) WATER ORDER CONFIRMA- 
4 TION BILL (No. 182). 

~ PUMBARTON CORPORATION  (FUR- 
> THER POWERS) ORDER CON 
~ FIRMATION BILL No. 183). 


WICK BURGH EXTENSION ORDER 
CONFIRMATION BILL (No. 184). 
3rought from the Commons; read 1’, 

to be printed, and (pursuant to the 
: Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) 
~ Act, 1899), deemed to have been read 

. 2' and reported from the Committee. 


> RICHMOND 


the 


HILL (PRESERVATION 
VIEW) BILL. 


teturned from the Commons 
- the Amendments agreed to. 


OF 
with 


> SOUTH-EASTERN AND LONDON, CHAT- 

HAM AND DOVER RAILWAYS BILL 

[itn]. 

Returned from 
~ the Amendments made by the 
~to the Amendments made by 
~ Commons, agreed to. 

BAKER STREET AND WATERLOO 

RAILWAY BILL [it], 

~ CHARING — CROSS, — EUSTON, 
+ HAMPSTEAD RAILWAY 

ie AND 3) BILL [H.L.], and 
CHARING CROSS, EUSTON, 

HAMPSTEAD RAILWAY (No. 2) 

H.L.}, now 

CHARING CROSS, EUSTON, 

HAMPSTEAD RAILWAY BILL 

EDGWARE AND HAMPSTEAD 

WAY BILL [1.1], 
NORTH-WEST LONDON 
BILL [u.1.}. 

Returned from the Commons agreed 

to, with Amendments. ‘lhe said Amend- 

ments considered, and agreed to. 
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BROMPTON AND PICCADILLY CIRCUS 
RAILWAY (NEW LINES, ETC.,) BILL 
[H.L. ]. 
Returned from the Commons 


agreed 
to, with Amendments. 





RETURNS, REPORTS, 


ETC. 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the 
House that the following Papers having 
been commanded to be presented to this 
House by His Majesty had been so pre- 
sented on the following dates by delivery 
to the Clerk of the Parliaments, pursuant 
to Standing Order No. CXL, viz. 


ARMY (REMOUNTS). 

I. Minutes of evidence taken before the 
Court of Enquiry on the administration 
of the Army Remount Department ; 
with appendices. (October 17.) 

II. Reports of ofticers appointed by 
the Commander-in-Chief to inquire into 
the working of the Remount Department 
abroad. (October 17.) 


NAVY (COURTS-MARTIAL). 
Returns of the number of courts-marti-’ 
held, and summary punishments intlic 4 
during the year 1901. (October 1x.) 


MINES AND QUARRIES (GENERAL 
REPORT AND STATISTICS FOR 1901) 


(PART UL OUTPUT). 

General Report and Statistics relating 
to the output and value of the minerals 
raised in the United Kingdom, the 
amount and value of the metals produced, 
and the exports and imports of minerals. 
(October 18.) 


CHINA, No. 2 (1902), 

Despatch from His Majesty's Special 
Commissioner, enclosing the treaty 
between Great Britain and China, signed 
at Shanghai, 5th September, 1902. 
(October 21.) 

CROFTER HOLDINGS (SCOTLAND) ACTS, 
1886-87. 

Report to the Secretary for Scotland 
by the Crofters Commission on the social 
condition of the people of Lewis in 1901 
(October 23.) 

STATISTICS (COLONIES), 

I. Tables relating to the Colonial and 
other Possessions of the United Kingdom, 
Part XXV., forthe year 1900. (October 


24.) 


3D 
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II. Abstract for the Colonial and other 
Possessions of the United Kingdom in 
each of the last fifteen years from 1887 
to1901. Thirty-ninth number. (October 
24.) 

IRISH LAND COMMISSION (PRO- 
CEEDINGS). 

Return for the month of August, 1902. 

(October 24.) 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 
No. 2907. China (Nanking). (October 

18.) 

No. 2908. Japan (South Formosa). 
(Supplementary). (October 24.) 
No. 2909. United States 

(October 24.) 

No. 2910. Italy (Ancona). (October 

24.) 

IRELAND (TYPHOID FEVER IN LIM- 
ERICK CITY AND PRISON, JULY, 
AUGUST, AND SEPTEMBER, 1902. 

Reports made by Stewart Wodehouse, 

Esq., M.D., Medical Member of the 

General Prisons Board for Ireland and 

by Sir J. Acheson MacCullagh, M.D., 

Medical Inspector to the Local Govern- 

ment Board for Ireland. (October 24.) 


(Cuba). 


AFRICA, No. 4 (1902). 

Mombasa - Victoria 
Committee on the 
1901-1902; 
(October 


Report by the 
(Uganda) Railway 
Progress of the Works, 
with two maps and section. 
27.) 


BOARD OF EDUCATION. 

I. Rules to be observed in planning 
and fitting up public elementary schools. 
(October 28.) 

II. Precedents of trust deeds settled 
for Church of England schools, British 
schools, Established Church of Scotland 
schools, Wesleyan schools, Free Church 
(Scotland) schools, Roman Catholic 
schools, Jewish schools, Episcopal 
Chureh (Scotland) schools, and unde- 
nominational schools referred to in the 
Revised Code of 1870. (October 30.) 

Ill. Statement under administrative 
counties and county boroughs of public 
elementary schools which have received 
building grants, showing, in each case, 
the amount of such building grants and 
the amountsubscribed by the promoters 
at the time (so tar as records exist) ; also, 
in the case of schools which have been 
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transferred to the School Board or closed, 
the year of transter or closure; with 
explanatory memorandum and appendix. 
(October 31.) 


COLONIES (ANNUAL). 
No. 369. Hong Kong (1901). (Oc. 
tober 28.) 


COLONIAL CONFERENCE, 1902. 
Conference between the Secretary ot 
State for the Colonies and the Prime 
Ministers of the Self-governing Colonies, 
June to August, 1902. (October 28.) 


NAVAL PRIZE MONEY. 

Return showing the unclaimed shares 
of all prize money, slave and pirat 
bounties, salvage awards, Parliamentiry 
grants, war gratuities, and other monies 
distributed by the Admiralty, from the 
Ist January, 1855, to 31st March, 1902. 
(October 30.) 


POLICE (METROPOLIS). 
Report of the Commissioner of Polic« 
of the Metropolis, for the year 1901. 
(October 31.) 


LAND LAW (IRELAND) ACT, 1887. 

Return of} the number of eviction 
notices filed during the quarter ended 
30th September, 1902. (November 1.) 


The same were ordered to lie on thie 

Table. 
COLONTES (ANNUAL). 
No. 370. Cocos Islands, 1902. 
IRISH LAND COMMISSION 
(PROCEEDINGS). 

Return for the month of September, 
1902, 
RAILWAYS (CONTINUOUS BRAKES). 

Return’ by the Railway Companies ot 
the United Kingdom, for six months 
ended the. 30th June, 1902. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT BOARD. 

I. Thirtieth Annual Report, 1900- 
1901. Supplement containing Report 
of the Medical Officer for 1900-1901 on 
Lead Poisoning and Water Supplies. 


Il. Thirty-first Annual Report, 19C1- 
1902. Supplement containing Report o! 
the Medical Othicer tor 1901-1902. 
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CENSUS OF ENGLAND AND WALES. 
Area, houses and population, also 

population classified by ages, condition 

as to marriage, occupations, birthplaces, 
and infirmities for counties of—Suffolk ; 

Leicester ; Somerset. 


Business of 


Presented (by Command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


WINTER ASSIZES ACTS, 1876-1877. 

Seven Orders in Council of 11th 
August, 1902, relating to the ensuing 
winter assizes. 


FOREIGN JURISDICTION ACT, 1890. 
Five Orders in Council of 11th 
August, 1902, entitled respectivel y— 

The Cyprus Courts of Justice Amend- 
ment Order, 1902 ; 

The Uganda Order in Council, 1902 ; 

The British Central Africa Order in 
Council, 1902. 

The East Africa Order in Council, 
1902; and 

The Eastern African Protectorates 
(Court of Appeal) Order in Council, 
1902. 


MERCHANT SHIPPING ACT, 1894. 

Two Orders in Council of 11th 
August, 1902, approving Pilotage Bye- 
laws for the ports of Cardiff and 
Waterford respectively. 


EXTRADITION ACTS, 1876-1895. 
Order in Council of 15th September, 
1902, giving effect to a Declaration, 
signed 26th June, 1901, supplementary 
to the Extradition Treaty of 3rd 
December, 1873, between Great Britain 
and Austria-Hungary. 


INEBRIATES ACTS, 1879-1899 (INEBRI- 
ATES COMMITTED UNDER SECTION 
5 OF THE LICENSING ACT, 1902). 
Regulations made by the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department by 
virtue of Section 20 of the Inebriates 
Act, 1898, for carrying into effect the 
provisions of Section 5 of the Licensing 
Act, 1902, respecting the detention of 
inebriates committed to retreats. 
DISEASES OF ANIMALS ACT, 1894 AND 
1896. 
Two Orders, dated the 
September, 1902, entitled 


Ist day of 
the Bristol 


(Cumberland and Tidal Basin) Foreign . 
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Animals Wharf Revocation Order of 
1902 and the Bristol (Cumberland 
Basin) Foreign Animals Wharf Order of 
1902. 


TECHNICAL INSTRUCTION ACT, 1899. 

Minutes sanctioning the subjects to be 
taught under Clause 8 of the Technical 
Instruction Act, 1889, for the counties 
of: Huntingdon (second minute) ; East 
Suffolk (seventh minute); Leicester 
(seventh minute); Oxford (eighth 
minute) ; Southampton (tenth minute). 


Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


UNIVERSITIES OF OXFORD AND CAM 
BRIDGE ACT, 1877. 

Statutes made by the University of 
Cambridge, and sealed on the 27th May, 
1902, amending the statutes of the 
University. Laid before the House 
(pursuant to Act), and to be printed. 
(No. 179.) 


MARGATE PIER AND HARBOUR 
COMPANY (1812). 

Report and Statement of Accounts for 
the year ended 5th April, 1902. De- 
livered (pursuant to Act), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


PATENT LAW AMENDMENT BILL 
(No. 180). 
AGRICULTURAL AND TECHNICAL IN. 

STRUCTION (IRELAND) (No. 2) BILL 
(No. 181). 
Brought from the Commons; read 1" : 
and to be printed. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 

Toe LORD PRESIDENT oF tue 
COUNCIL (The Duke of Devonsuire) : 
My Lords, I understand that it is 
necessary or desirable that the House 
should meet for purely formal business 
in connection with a Provisional Order 
Bill on this day week. I understand, 
also, that the noble and learned Earl on 
the Woolsack, the Lord Chancellor, 
proposes that the House should meet 
for judicial business on the following 
Tuesday—namely, on the 11th instant. 
But as far as I am aware, there will not 
be any ordinary business taken before 
this day fortnight. I move, therefore, 

3D2 
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that the House on its rising 
adjourned till Monday next. 


Returns, 


stand 


On Question, Motion agreed to. 


House adjourned at twenty 
minutes before Five o'clock, 
to Monday next, a quarter 
past Four o’clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Monday, 3rd November, 1902. 





The House met at Two of the Clock, 
UNOPPOSED PRIV AT EBILL 
BUSINESS. 
WATER PROVISIONAL ORDER BILL. 
Reported with an Amendment | Provi- 
sional Order confirmed] ; Report to heupon 
the Table. 


Bill, as 


tomorrow. 


amended, to be considered 


PETITIONS. 
CANADIAN CATTLE (IMPORTATION). 
Petitions for abolition of restrictions : 
from Dumbarton; and St. Ives; to lie 
upon the Table. 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
BILL. 
Petitions for alteration: from Dum- 
barton ; and St. Ives; to lie upon the 
Table. 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
Petitions from St. Aidans, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


MERCHANT SHIPPING (LIGHTHOUSES) 
BILL. 
Petition from Cardiff, in favour ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


PREVENTION OF CORRUPTION IN 
PRADE. 
Petition forlegislation: from Edinburgh ; 
Dumbarton; and St. Ives; to lie upon 
the Table. 
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Teports, We. 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


IRISH LAND COMMISSION (PROCEED- 
NGS). 

Copy presented, of Returns of Pro- 
ceedings during the month of September, 
1902 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
|Table. 


RAILWAYS (CONTINUOUS BRAKES). 

Copy presented, of Return by the 
Railway Companies of the United King- 
dom on the progress made in the use of 
Continuous Brakes, etc., for the six 
months ending 30th June, 1902 [by 
Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 

MERCANTILE MARINE (SEAMEN 

EMPLOYED). 

Copy presented. of Return of the 
number, ages, ratings, and Nationalities 
of the seamen employed on the 31st 
March, 1901, on vessels registered under 
Part I. of the Merchant Shipping Act. 
1894, in the British Islands {by Com- 
mand] ; to lie upon the Table. 


CIVIL SERVICES (ADDITIONAL ESTI. 
MATE, 1902-03). 

Estimate presented of the amount 
required in the year ending 31st March, 
1903, as a Grant-in-Aid to the Transvaal 
and the Orange River Colony for Ex- 
penses consequent upon the termination 
of the War [by Command] ; to lie upon 
the Table, and to be printed. [No. 
365. | 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT BOARD. 

Copy presented, of Supplement to the 
Thirtieth Annual Report of the Local 
Government Board, 1900-1901, in con: 
tinuation of the Report of the Medical 
Officer for 1900-1901, on Lead Poison- 
ing and Water Supplies [by Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT BOARD. 
Copy presented, of Supplement to the 
Thirty-first Annual Report of the Local 
Government Board, 1961-02, containing 
the Report of the Medical Officer for 
1901-02 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


CENSUS (ENGLAND AND WALES), 1901 
Copy presented, of Census of England 
and Wales, 1901 (Counties of Suffolk, 
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Leicester, and Somerset [by Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


COLONIAL REPORTS (ANNUAL). 

Copy presented, of Colonial Report, 
No. 370 (Cocos Islands, Annual Report 
for 1902) [by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table. 





OUESTIONS AND ANSIVERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES 


Aird (Stornoway) School Playground. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty) : To 
ask the Lord Advocate whether he is 
aware that although 300 children attend 
Aird School, in the parish of Stornoway, 
the playground is devoid of shelte: ; and 
will he ascertain whether some kind of 
protection from the weather can be 
provided. 


(Answered by Mr. A. Graham Murray) 
The Department does not in all cases 
require that outside shelters should be 
provided in the playgrounds, nor is 
opinion unanimous as to the advantage 
of such shelters for use in severe weather. 
As at present advised, my Lords hold 
that it is a matter which may be left to 
the School Board with such suggestions 
as His Majesty’s inspector may make. 


Lewis Local Government Board Inquiry. 

Mr. WEIR: Toaskthe Lord Advocate 
if he will state when the inspecting 
officers of the Local Government Board 
last visited the Island of Lewis for the 
purpose of inquiring into questions 
atfecting the public health. 


(duswered hy Mr. A. Graham Murray.) 
The Board’s inspecting officer was last in 
the Island of Lewis ior the purpose 
referred to in May of the present, year. 


Standard of Ventilation for Cotton- 
weaving Sheds. 

Mr. SHACKLETON (Lancashire, 
Clitheroe): To ask the Secretary of State 
for the Home Department whether he 
will consider the advisability of preserib- 
ing. under Clause 7, Section 2, of the 
Factory and Workshops Act, 1901, a 
standard of sutlicient ventilation in 
cotton-weaving sheds, other than those 
in which the humidity of the atmosphere 
is artificially produced. 
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(Answered by Mr. Secretary Akers Douglas.) 
The question is one which I shall 
have to consider at an early date. The 
subject of ventilation in factories and 
workshops has been for some time under 
inquiry ; and a very important Report 
has been laid before Parliament, which 
will be published within a few days. 


Indian Railway Contracts with German 
Firms. 

CoLoNEL DENNY (Kilmarnock 
Burghs): To ask the Secretary of State 
for India if the price of locomotives 
recently ordered in Germany by the East 
India Railway Company included delivery 
in India, or are they delivered f.o.b. at a 
German port ; in the latter case will he 
recommend that they be shipped by 
British liners whose rates are similar to 
those current in German companirs 
trading to India. 


(Answered by Secretary Lord Georgy 
Hamilton.) 1 am afraid that I must 
refer the hon. Member to the East 
India Railway Company for the infor- 
mation which he desires on the subject 
of the locomotives ordered in Germany 
by that Company. With regard to the 
latter part of the Question, I may say 
that the Government Director will un- 
doubtedly use his influence, so far as it 
may be compatible with a due regard 
for the interests of the India taxpayer, 
in favour of the employment of British 
firms. 


Navy Contracts—Preserves. 

Mr. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr 
Tydvil): To ask the Secretary to the 
Admiralty, whether he can state what 
firms have been entrusted with contracts 
for the supply of preserves for seamen, 
and the quantity contracted for by each 
firm ; whether the contracts contain a 
fair wages clause; whether any part of 
the supply has yet been sent in; and 
whether any of the supplies have been 
rejected as not being up to the standard 
in weight or quality. 


(Answered by Mr. Arnold-Forster.) It is 
notconsidered to be for the public interest 
to furnish the names of the successfu 
tenderers. Contracts for preserves, in 
common with all other Admiralty con- 
tracts, contain a Fair Wages Clause. O 
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the total quantity of preserves sent in, 
a small portion, representing about 3 
per cent. of the whole, has been rejected 
as not in accordance with the require- 
ments of the contract. 


Naval Shipbuilding—Desigus ot Scoats. 

Str JOHN COLOMB (Great Yar- 
mouth): To ask the Secretary to the 
Admiralty what progress has been made 
in determining the designs and arrange- 
ments for building the Scouts; and 
whether he can give particulars as to 
their dimensions, speed, armament, and 
coal carrying capacity. 


(Answered by Mr.  Arnold-Forster.) 
Designs have been received from several 
firms, and orders for four ships of the 
new Scout Class have been placed with 
four of them, conditional upon certain 
modifications being accepted by them. 
A speed of 25 knots will be obtained. 
The armament will consist of ten 12- 
pounder and eight small automatic guns. 
The coal supplied will be sufficient for 
3,000 knots at 10 knots speed. The exact 
dimensions of the displacements have not 
been determined finally. 


Fatal Gun Accident at Portsmouth. 

Mr. LEVY (Leicestershire, Lough- 
boro’): To ask the Secretary to the 
Admiralty whether his attention has 
been called to the circumstances attend- 
ing the death of Seaman Cosham, which 
occurred during the firing of a Royal 
salute at Portsmouth in August last ; 
whether there was a commissioned officer 
in charge of the men engaged in firing 
the salute when the accident occurred ; 
and, if so, will he state why he was not 
required to give evidence at the inquest 
which was subsequently held; was the 
position occupied by Cosham at the time 
of the accident, viz., astride the muzzle of 
the gun, in accordance with the regula- 
tions laid down by the Admiralty for 
such occasions; whether there were 
sufficient warrant officers present to keep 
all the men engaged under observation ; 
if he can state how many accidents have 
occurred during the last ten years to men 
engaged in firing salutes ; and what steps 
the Admiralty have taken, or intend to 
take, to ensure the observance of regula- 
tions on such occasions in future. 


(Answered by Mr. Arnold-Forster.) A 
Court of Inquiry has investigated the 
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circumstances attending the accident re- 
ferred to. There was no commissioned 
officer in charge of the saluting patty, 
which was placed in charge of a gunner, 


'in accordance with the regulations laid 


down by the Admiralty for firing salutes. 
As the men composing a saluting party 
have always had previous training in 
their duties, it is not considered that 
the presence of other warrant officers is 
necessary. The position astride the 
muzzle of the gun occupied by Able 
Seaman Cosham was not in accordance 
with the regulations, which require that 
the gun shall be run in for sponging, and 
orders have been given for the strict 
observance of this rule in future. I am 
unable without longer notice to state 
what accidents have occurred during the 
last ten years to men engaged in firing 
salutes; but if the hon. Member will 
repeat this inquiry next week I will 
endeavour to give him the information. 


Athlone Income Tax Appeals. 

Mr. KENNEDY (Westmeath, N.): To 
ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer 
whether he can state the .number of 
appeals from income tax assessments in 
the Athlone district which have been 
lodged this year, also the increased 
amount assessed over the past year; and 
whether he is aware that dissatisfaction 
exists among traders in the Athlone 
district at the manner in which the 
surveyor is increasing their assessments. 


(Answered by Mr. Ritchie.) The num ber 
of appeals for 1902-3 has been 184. The 
amounts of profits assessed has been 
£211,160, as against £208,682 in 1901-2, 
an increase of about £2,500. The Board 
of Inland Revenue are not aware of any 
dissatisfaction among the traders of 
Athlone at the way in which the sur- 
veyor has increased their assessments. 


Railway Carriage of Inflammable Liquids. 

Mr. SCOTT MONTAGU (Hampshire, 
New Forest): To ask the President of 
the Board of Trade whether he has yet 
approached the railway companies with 
reference to the carriage of petroleum 
spirit and other inflammable liquids ; 
and, if so, with what result. 


(Answered by Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 1 
have been in communication with the 
Railway Companies’ Association in this 
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matter, and am informed that a meeting Post Office undertakes free delivery of 


to discuss the questions involved has 
been arranged for tomorrow between 
the general managers of the several 
railways and a deputation representing 
those interested in this traffic. 


Lurgan Post Office. 

CoLONEL SAUNDERSON (Armagh, 
N.): To ask the Postmaster General 
whether he can state when a commence- 
ment will be made in the erection of the 
new Post Office in Lurgan. 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberluin.) 


It is intended to commence the building 
in the course of next year. 


London Post Office—Holiday Allowances. 


Mr. CLAUDE HAY (Shoreditch, 
Hoxton): To ask the Postmaster 
General whether he is aware that 


otticers of the London Post Office, work- 
ing on Bank Holiday, 25th instant, have 
been refused by the Heads of the Depart- 
ment payment in lieu, and are only 
allowed leave under such restrictions as 
to lessen considerably the value of the 
holiday ; and whether he will give in- 
structions for carrying out the re- 
commendations of the Tweedmouth Com- 
mittee, which lays down that an officer 
that cannot be spared on a Bank Holiday 
shall have the choice of remuneration or 
leave in lieu. 


(Answered by Mr, Austen Chamberlain.) 
I have no reason to think that my 
directions on this matter are not being 
properly carried out. If any ofticer feels 
aggrieved by them, he should memorialise 
me in the usual way, and his case will 
receive my attention. 


Postal Arrangements with the United 
States. 

Mr. SEYMOUR KING (Hull, Central) : 
To ask the Postmaster General whether 
he is aware that the Express Companies 
in the United States have declined to 
facilitate the arrangements made bet ween 
the British Post Office and the American 
Express Company ; whether loss will be 
incurred on many parcels forwarded 
under the new arrangement; and will 
he say whether the British Post Office 
bears any, and, if so, what portion of 
this loss; and, seeing that the British 


parcels to the consignees in the United 
States, including payment of the United 
States customs duty, will he say how it 
protects itself from loss, should the 
required 10 per cent. deposit prove in- 
sufficient ; and, seeing that the United 
States customs duty is in nearly all cases 
far in excess of the amount which would 
be covered by a 10 per cent. deposit, has 
the British Post Office arranged for any 
special facilities to be given for the 
transit of goods through the United 
States customs. 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
I am not aware that the Express Com- 
panies in the United States have declined 
to facilitate the arrangements made with 
the American Express Company for the 
exchange of parcels with the United 
States, nor have [ any reason to suppose 
that the Company will be unable to carry 
out the obligations into which it has 
entered. Ido not know whether any of 
these obligations will involve the Com- 
pany in loss ; but they will entail none 
on the British Post Otfice. The senders 
of parcels which are to be delivered free 
in the United States sign an undertaking 
which makes them legally responsible for 
the customs charges. It is this legal 
responsibility which protects the Post 
Office in this case, as in others of the 
same kind. Proper facilities have been 
secured for the transit of British postal 
parcels through the United States 
Customs. 


Enniskillen Postal Staff's Grievances. 

Dr. THOMPSON (Monaghan, N.): 
To ask the Postmaster General if he has 
received a petition from the sorting 
clerks and telegraphists at Enniskillen, 
dated 11th September, praying for a 
revision of their attendances on the 
ground of the number of early morning 
duties consequent upon the number of 
female appointments at that office ; and 
seeing that such duties have since been 
made divided, and the necessity for 
the meal relief so avoided, will he seek to 
provide a remedy by placing Enniskillen 
on the same basis as other similar towns 
by reducing the number ; of femaie 
appointments. 


(Answered by Mr, Austen$Chamberlain.) 
The memorial has been "received and 
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duly considered. It is not found 
practicable to makeany further improve- 
ment in the attendances required of the 
staff at Enniskillen. The men rotate 
monthly on the early morning duty, and 
there is nothing unusual in the arrange- 
ments at present in force. The cireum- 
stances do not call for a reduction of the 
number of appointments for women. 


Dublin-Mullingar Railway Rates. 

Mr. KENNEDY (WestmeathN.): Toask 
theChief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether the attention of the 
Department of Agriculture and Technical 
Instruction has been called to the fact 
that the directors of the Midland Great 
Western Railway Company of Ireland 
have reduced their rates for freight of 
coal between Dublin and Mullingar by 
rail to a rate per ton less than the tolls 
paid by boat owners to the same Company 
for each ton of coal carried on the 
eanal ; and whether the Department will 
exercise its power of appearing before 
the Railway and Canal Commissioners 
to have the Canal tolls revised with a 
view to preserving for the public 
competition between the two lines of 
traffic. 


(Answered hy Mr. Wyndham.) Repre- 
sentations have been made to the 
Department in this matter and are at 
present under consideration. 


South African War—Transport—Over- 
crowding on the “Drayton Grange.” 
Mr. H. C. RICHARDS (Finsbury, E.) : 

To ask the Secretary of State for War if 
he has received any telegraphic summary 
or information from the Colonial 
authorities representative of the Army 
as to the overcrowding of the * Drayton 
Grange; if so, will he lay it upon the 
Table ; and whether he will undertake to 
do the same with the Report whenever 
it may be received by him from 
Australia. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) | 


No ofticial Report has yet been received 
from the Colonial authorities as to the 
inquiry into the case of the “ Drayton 
Grange.” I cannot undertake to make 
any pledges in respect of such Report 
until I have seen it. 


{COMMONS} 
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Volunteer Artillery Armament. 

Mr. LODER (Brighton): To ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether he 
can state what steps are being taken to 
put the heavy batteries of the Volunteer 
force on a footing of efficiency; what 
progress has been made towards re-arm- 
ing these batteries; how many 40- 
pounder guns have been replaced by 4°7 
guns, and how many 16-pounder guns 
by 15-pounder B.L. guns; and whether 
any 15-pounder guns have either been 
issued or promised to any corps of 
Volunteer artillery. 


Mr. LODER: To ask the Secretary 
of State for War whether the new 10- 
pounder B.L. guns, when issued, will be 
horsed as R.F.A. guns; and whether hie 
can state whether Volunteer batteries, 
at present horsed as mobile position 
batteries, but not attached to any Army 
corps, will have to give up their present 
method of horsing their guns, and revert 
to the employment of heavy horses led 
by drivers on foot. 


(Ansuv red hy Mr. Secreta y Brodrick.) 
Twenty-two batteries of 4:7-inch gins 
have been issued to Volunteers, and a 
considerable number are on order. ‘lhe 
guns of eleven 40-pounder R.B.L. batteries 
have been replaced by 4°7-inch guns. 
No 16-pounder guns have been replaced 
by 15-pounder guns. Two batteries of 
15-pounder B.L. guns have been issued 
to the Honourable Artillery Company. 
As regards field guns, the whole question 
of their issue to the Volunteers and the 
method of draught is under consideration. 


Hong Kong Building Ordinances. 
Mr. WEIR: To ask the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies whether any 
arrangements have yet been made to 
meet the increase in building in Hong 
Kong by the appointment of additional 
inspectors ; and, if so, will he say how 

many inspectors are now appointed. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Chamberluin.) 
The Colonial Government have asked 
that two additional overseers may be 
sent out from this country to assist In 
performing the duties imposed upon the 
Public Works Department by the build- 
Candidates for these 
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posts are under consideration, and it is 
hoped to send out two overseers at an 
early date. 
West Africa—Importation of Over-Proof 
pirits. 

CoLoNEL WELBY (Taunton): To ask 
the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether he is aware that over-proof 


spirits, containing from 1°26 to 4°31 per, 


cent. of fusil oil, while ‘5 per cent. of 
that oil is injurious, are being imported 
into West Africa ; and will he say what 
steps are being taken to prevent this 
importation. 


(Answered hy Mr. Secretary Chamberlain.) 
The figures quoted by the hon. Member 
are based on a statement made by the 
Governor of Lagos, Sir William 
MacGregor, in his message to the 
Legislative Council in March last. The 
over-proof spirits in which a deleteriously 
high proportion of fusil oil was found 
were not gin, rum, brandy, or whisky 
(which the Government chemist, after a 
long series of analyses, has found to be 
iree trom injurious ingredients) but 
alcohol. The Governor is of opinion that 
aleohol containing a noxious substance 
like fusi] oil in deleterious quantity 
should be seized and dealt with in such 
a way that it should not reach the 
public ; out fresh legislation is required 
to give the Government the necessary 
powers, and the Governor has informed 
his Council that a Bill for this purpose 
wil be introduced for their consideration. 
Inquiry will be made of the Governor as 
to the progress of the measure referred to. 


North Nigeria—Importation of Liquors. 
COLONEL WELBY : To ‘ask the Secre- 
tary of State for the Colonies whether 
he is aware that two years ago Sir F. 
Luard publicly stated that steps would 
be taken to prevent by prohibition rates 
the importation ofliquors into the African 
Interior via the Lagos Railway ; and 
whether he can say it these rates have 
been imposed, and with what result. 


(Ansewered by Mr. Secretary Chamberlain.) 
The importation into Northern Nigeria 
ot spirituous liquors for sale to natives is 
absolutely prohibited. The present ter- , 
minus of the Lagos Railway is some 
seventy miles from the boundary of | 
Lagos and Northern Nigeria, so that, | 
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even apart from the general prohibition, 
the question of direct importation by 
railway does not arise. The rates at 
present charged for the conveyance of 
spirits on the railway are high; higher 
in fact than the charges for conveyance 
by other means (carriers and canoes). 
For instance, the railway rate for spirits 
from Lagos to Ibadan (the terminus) is 
47s. a ton, and the charge for convey- 
ance by carriers, ete., is 40s. 44d. 


Taxation of Personal Property—Foreign 
and Colonial Systems. 


Sir EDWARD STRACHEY (Somer- 
setshire, E.): To ask the First Lord of 
the Treasury if he can say when the 
Return (Personal Property Contribution 
to Local Taxation Abroad), ordered by 
the House, August, 1901, will be pre 
sented. 


(Answered by Mr. A. J. Balfour.) The 
Return referred to is one setting out 
the system under which personal pro 
perty is made to contribute towards 
local taxation by means of a local income 
tax or local death duty in the following 
countries: France, Germany, .Austria- 
Hungary, Belgium, Holland, United 
States of America, and in all British 
self-governing Colonies and the Channel 
Islands. The particulars required tor 
the Return have been asked for by the 
Foreign and Colonial Offices. Reports 
have been received by the Foreign Ofiice 
from France, Prussia, Austria, Belgium, 
Holland, and United States. These were 
sent by the Foreign Office to the I. cal 
Government Board, who, in returning 
them, suggested the desirability of further 
information being obtained on certain 
points from His Majesty’s representatives 
abroad. The Foreign Office have taken 
steps for this purpuse. The Colonial 
Office have sent to the Board Reports 
from all the self-governing Colonies 
except Cape Colony, Victoria, Tasmania, 
and New Zealand. These Reports are 
in course of examination, and will be 
sent on to the Foreign Office at an early 
date. A Report as to Jersey has also 
been forwarded to the Foreign Office. 
The Return will be made as soon as the 
information is complete. 


Spalding Grammar School. 
Mr. MANSFIELD (Lincolnshire, 
Spalding): To ask the Secretary to 
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the Board of Education whether the 
Spalding Grammar School, No 8050, 
is recognised under the Board of Educa- 
tion as a secondary day school, Division 
B, for grants from 16th September last. 


(Juestions. 


(Answered by Sir William Anson.) The 
managers are being informed that the 
scheme of work has been approved ; 
but that the formal recognition of the 
school for grants cannot be given until 
a satisfactory report has been received 
from the inspector. 


(2.15.) QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 








Compensation to Boers for War Losses. | 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): I | 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for | 
the Colonies whether any limit of time | 
is fixed within which applications for | 
compensation must be lodged by the | 
Boers who suffered through the military | 
operations in the Transvaal or Gennes! 
River Colony; and will he state the| 
nature of the regulations on the subject, | 
and in what manner they have been | 
made known. 

*Tae FINANCIAL SECRETARY To | 
THE WAR OFFICE (Lord STANLEY, | 
Lancashire, Westhoughton): A limit of | 
time was fixed by successive notices in 
the Transvaal and Orange River Colony 
Guvttes in regard to claims lodged 
with the military authorities. It has | 
been agreed to waive the time limit 
where the claimant can show that his 
failure to comply with the provisions of | 
the notices was due to no negligence of | 
his own. Relief in respect of the war | 
losses, other than those arising from | 
requisitions, suffered by the Boers | 
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the field, and who, on account of age, 
are placed at a disadvantage as regards 
their future career in the Army; and, 
if so, will he state what steps he proposes 
to take to place them on an equal 
footing with officers gazetted to the 
Army from Sandhurst. 


*LorD STANLEY: Those officers who, 
on first appointment to commissions 
granted as rewards for active service, 
were placed at a disadvantage in respect 
of age will be considered, after they have 
served at least three or four years, for 
promotion to the rank of captain in 


| vacancies which would not be filled by 


regimental promotion in the ordinary 
course. Regard will be given to age as 
well as to efficiency. Four officers have 
been given captaincies in the garrison 
regiment, and seven have been appointed 
lieutenants. 


New Cunarders. 

Sir WILLIAM ALLAN (Gateshead) : I 
beg toask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
whether the designs for the two twenty- 
five-knot vessels to be built by the 
Cunard Company, for which the Govern- 
ment is to find the money, and also to 
subsidise, are to be subject to the ap- 
proval of the Admiralty. 


THe SECRETARY to toe ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr. ARrNo_p-Forster, Belfast, 
W.): Yes, Sir. So far as naval re- 
quirements are concerned, the answer 
is in the affirmative. 


Sir WILLIAM ALLAN: Is it the 
intention to fit these ships with water- 
tube boilers, of which the Admiralty so 
much approve ? 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: I am_ not 





through the military operations, is | 
being given under Article 10 of the| awarethat that arises out of the Question. 
Terms of Surrender, and no time has | 

so far been fixed within which claims| Sir WILLIAM ALLAN: Certainly it 
in respect of such war losses should be | does. 

submitted. | 

a | Madras Railway—Preference for German 
Army Commissions—Age Regulations. | Steamship Owners, 

CotoneL BAIN (Cumberland, Egre-| Mr. NORMAN (Wolverhampton, S.): 
mont): I beg to ask the Secretary of | I begto ask the Secretary of State for 
State for War if his attention has been | India, whether the Madras Railway 
called to the position of the officers of | Company is a Company guaranteed by 
Militia and Yeomanry who were given | the Indian Government; whether it 
commissions in the Army for services in | has on its board an official of the India 
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Office acting as Government director ; 
whether all tenders for materials and 
goods consigned to India and for freight 
are submitted to the approval of the 
India Office through him; whether 
payments by the Company for the 
same are sanctioned by the India 
Otlice before payment; whether the 
India Office takes one-half of the 
surplus profits of the railway; and 
whether the Government has the right 
to take over the railway on Ist April, 
1907; andis he aware that about 660 
tons of railway material for the Madras 
railways were shipped from Middles- 
borough by the German steamship 
‘Rudesheimer”’ on 4th July, and about 
1,280 tons by the German steamship 
“(oldenfels”” on 25th June; can he 
stute whether all the locomotives shipped 
from Middlesborough for the Madras 
railways since 1886 have been carried 
by German steamships, and whether 
tenders for this freight have been asked 
from British shipowners, as in the case 
of other guaranteed Indian railways ; 
if not, can he state why this preference 
has been given by an Indian Govern- 
ment railway to German firms; and 
will he take steps to give British steam- 
ship owners the opportunity of tendering 
ior such freight in future. 


(Juestions. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA (Lord G. Hamiiton, Middlesex, 
Ealing): I am afraid that in my recent 
answer to the hon. Member on this 
subject, I failed to convey to him the 
difference between a Government rail- 
way on the one hand, and a Company’s 
railway on the other. Both classes of 
railways exist in India, and the Madras 
Railway belongs to the latter class. It 
is therefore managed by a Board of 
Directors, and all tenders for stores and 
freight are dealt with by them, and are 
not submitted for the approval of the 
India Office. It is true that the payment 
of interest is guaranteed by the Govern- 
ment of India, and that the Government 
Director of Railways has a seat at the 
Board; and his influence has been, and 
will be, used in favour of British indus- 
tries, so far as may be consistent with a 
due regard for the interests of the Indian 
taxpayer. Beyond this, and except for 
the purpose of safeguarding Indian 
interests, [ cannot undertake to interfere 
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in the management of the Company in 
these matters unless I have specific evi- 
dence to show that partiality or undue 
preference has been shown either to 
those tendering, or in the manner of 
inviting tenders. In the present case, 
I am informed that tenders were invited 
in the usual way. 


Delagoa Bay. 

Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South 
Molton): I beg to ask the Under Secre- 
tary of State for Foreign Affairs, whether 
any negotiations have recently been or 
are now in progress with a view to 
securing British management for the 
harbour of and railway from Delagoa 
Bay. 


THe UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Lord 
CRANBORNE, Rochester): No such 
negotiations have recently been or are 
now in progress. 


Appropriation of Supply—Terminal 
Charges for South Africa. 

Mr. M‘CRAE (Edinburgh, E.): I beg 
to ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
on what authority expenditure is being 
incurred and issues are made‘from the 
Treasury for 'ferminal charges for South 
Africa, including transport tor returning 
troops and gratuities to the soldiers ; 
and, seeing that no sums were included 
in the Estimates for the current year 
for these purposes, will he say what 
opportunity will be given for considera- 
tion of the necessary Votes in Supply. 


*THe CHANCELLOR oF THE EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr. Ritcuir, Croydon): 
The expenditure on terminal services is 
being incurred with the full cognisance 
of the Treasury out of the aggregate of 
existing Army Votes, in accordance with 
the power conferred by the 5th Section 
of the annual Appropriation Act. | 
understand that a Paper will be laid 
before the House at once purporting to 
show the anticipated redistribution of 
funds. 


Mr. M‘'CRAE: Do I understand the 
right hon. Gentleman to say that the 
practice of transferring Votes from one 
head to another applies in this case, 
where the amount so transferred is 





1395 Questions. 


about ten millions: and does he think 
that that is a proper system of control- 
ling the national expenditure ? 


*Mr. RITCHIE: It is the usual 
practice, and is authorised by Act of 
Parliament. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
Is it not a fact that the practice 
authorised by Parliament is that the 
Treasury may only transfer what is 
saved on one Vote to another Vote in the 
same class ? 


*Mr. RITCHIE: If the hon. Member 
desires any further information h¢ 
should put down a Question on the 
Paper. 


Mayoral Silver Coronation Medals. 
Sir JOHN LENG (Dundee): I beg 


to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department, how many silver 
medals have been issued since His 


Majesty’s Coronation to the heads of 
municipalities in the United Kingdom ; 
and what was the cost of each medal. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
AKERS DovuG as, Kent, St. Augustine’s) : 
These Medals are the personal gift of 
the King. and have been bestowed on 
such municipal officers as it has pleased 
His Majesty to direct. My knowledge 
in the matter does not go beyond the 
fact that I have, by His Majesty’s 
commands, been the medium of dis- 
tributing the medals to all the Mayors 
of the Boroughs of England and Wales. 


Workmen’s Compensation Act—Hartle- 
pool County Court Medical Referee. 
Mr. BELL (Derby): I beg to ask the 

Secretary of State for the Home De- 
partment, whether he is aware that Dr. 
Frederick Morrison, the Medical Referee 
for the Hartlepool County Court Circuit, 
appointed by the Home Office under 
the Workmen's Compensation Act, 
1897, appeared as a medical witness for 
the respondent employers in a_ case 
under the Act entitled Peart v. Furness, 
Withy & Co., and in two similar cases 
tried at the West Hartlepool County 
Court, on 17th October ; that, in con- 
sequence of Dr. Morrison so appearing, 
the Judge sitting as Arbitrator had to 
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call in another medical practitioner as 
medical referee ; and will he say whether 
it is in accordance with the rules under 
the Act for a medical referee so to act; 
and, if so, will he take steps to amend 
such rules so as to avoid a repetition of 
such a state of things, and, if it is not in 
accordance with the rules, will he take 
steps to remove the name of Dr. Morrison 
from the list of medical referees. 


*Mr, AKERS DOUGLAS: The con- 
ditions on which a Medical Referee holds 
his appointment under the Workmen's 
Compensation Act preclude his holding 
any appointment from an employer or 
body of employers or workmen which 
would involve attendance on workmen 
who come within the provisions of the 
Act. But it must occasionally happen 
that a referee, in the course of his 
ordinary practice, attends a case in 
which a claim under the Act afterwards 
arises; and when that happens the 
rule is that he must not act as referee 
in that case, but that another referee 
must be calledin. I understand that 
this is what occurred in the cases 
mentioned in the hon. Member's Question, 
and I am assured by the Judge that Dr, 
Morrison acted with perfect independence 
and integrity. 


Abertysswg Miners’ Gallantry. 

Sir CHARLES M:LAREN (Leicester- 
shire, Bosworth) : | beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for the Home Department if 
his attention has been called to the 
gallantry of four men, who, in order to 
save life after the cclliery explosion at 
Akertysswg. at once descended the pit, 
notwithstanding the risk from after- 
damp, and to the fact that by their 
efforts nearly twenty lives were ulti- 
mately saved; and will he say whether 
the Albert Medal is given in such cases: 
and, if not, whether he will consider 
whether it may be awarded to miners 
who voluntarily risk their lives in 
rescuing others. 


Mr. WILLIAM ABRAHAM (Rhon- 
dda): At the same time may I ask 
the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department if his attention has been 
called to the successful efforts to save 
life after the recent explosion at the 
Abertysswg Colliery in South Wales. 
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resulting from the action of certain | 
miners, who at once descended the pit, 
and at the risk of their lives began the 
work of rescuing the men still living 
from the firedamp, to the injury of their 
health ; will he say whether such cases 
are within his power to recognise by the 
award of the Albert Medal; and, if so, 
whether he will give it to those first 
down the pit, if the facts are laid before 
him. 


*Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS: The sug- 
gestion made by hon. Members has 
already been before me, and I have 


looked very carefully into the facts of 
the case. I fully appreciate the praise- 
worthy and courageous conduct of each 
one of the men referred to; but I do 
not find—and I say it with regret—that 
the case is one which | should feel justi- 
fied in submitting to the King for an 
award of the Albert Medal. 


Canadian Store Cattle—Restrictions on 
Importation. 

sir JOHN LENG: If beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Agriculture 
whether his attention has been called 
to a statement made by Mr. Colmer, 
Secretary to the High Commis- 
sioner for Canada, that during the last 
ten years not a single case of pleuro- 
pneumonia has been discovered among 
cattle in the Dominion, and that about 
1,000,000 Canadian cattle have been 
imported into this country in that 
period, and that Mr. Sewell Read has 
pronounced Canadian cattle the healthiest 
in the world ; whether, in view of the 
diminution in the supply of British stores 
he will take steps to abrogate the 
embargo on the sale of Canadian live 
stores in English and Scottish markets. 


Tue PRESIDENT or THE BOARD 
or AGRICULTURE (Mr. Hansury, 
Preston): The answer to the first para- 
graph is in the affirmative. Not only 
Canadian stores, but those of all countries 
alike are prohibited from entering this 
country by the provisions of the Act of 
1896, and I have no intention of propos- 
ing to repeal them. 


Mr. ARCHDALE (Fermanagh, N.): 
Can the right hon. Gentleman say what 
is the estimated amount of loss suffered 
by the farmers of this country through 


{3 NOVEMBER 1902} 


1398 


(uestions. 


the last attack of foot and mouth disease 
caused by the importation of cattle from 
abroad ? 


Mr. SPEAKER : Order, order ! 
does not arise out of the Question. 


That 


House Sites, for Shetland Crofters. 

Mr. WEIR: I begto ask the Lord 
Advocate, in view of the difficulty 
experienced by cottars in the Sandwick 
district of Shetland, and throughout the 
Highland crofting counties, in obtaining 
land for house sites, will the Government 
consider the desirability of introducing 
legislation such as will give the local 
authority compulsory powers to obtain 
land at fair rentals for the requirements 
of the people. 


*THE LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
GRAHAM Murray, Buteshire): No repre- 
sentation has been received from the 
cottars of the Sandwick district of 
Shetland. The Government do not 
consider it desirable to introduce legisla- 
tion in the sense contemplated by the 
hon. Member. 


Mr. WEIR: Is the right hon. Gentle- 
man aware that the Shetland fishermen 
have to pay at the rate of £8 per acre 
for house sites? I hope he will bring it 
under the notice of the Secretary for 


Scotland. 


Scottish Congested Districts Board — 
Expenditure on New Holdings. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate if he will state the amount 
expended by the Congested Districts 
Board, since its formation, in the 
acquisition of land in each of the six 
crofting counties for the purpose of 
creating new holdings. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: The 
hon. Member’s question does not admit 
of any categorical answer which would 
not be in a sense misleading. I may, 
however, state that the amount 
expended in actual purchase of land has 
been for Syre (Sutherland), £10,546, and 
for Barra (Inverness), £7,500; and, 
further, that all the operations in the 
direction of extending small holdings, 
including purchase, have cost up to date 
nearly £39,0/0. This ineludes loans 
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and other repayable sums, but is exclu- 
sive of liabilities of considerable amount 
which have not yet matured. 


Scottish Fishermen and the Three Mile 
Limit. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate whether, in view of the feeling 
amongst fishermen in the north of Scot- 
land that the three-mile limit should be 
extended, he will state on what ground 
he declines to recommend that the 
signatories to the North Sea Convention 
be approached on the subject. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: The 
hon. Member raises a point of policy in 
regard to negotiations with Foreign 
Powers into which I must decline to 
enter in reply to a Question. 


Congestion in the Island of Lewis. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate if the Secretary for Scotland 
will consider the expediency of deputing 
an inspector of the Local Government 
Board to visit the Island of Lewis, for 
the purpose of inspecting congested 
districts and conferring with the local 
authority, the medical officers of health, 
and the sanitary inspector, with a view 
to the removal of hovels such as that in 
which a man named Mackay recently 
died of typhus fever, in the district of 
Ness, Island of Lewis. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: The 
general question of the sanitary condi- 
tion of the Lewis is receiving the 
consideration of the Local Government 
Board. Certain aspects of the question 
are dealt with in the special Report on 
the Lewis by the Crotter’s Commission 
which has just been presented to Parlia- 
ment, and if the Secretary for Scotland 
thinks further information is required, 
he will consider 
expedient to pursue. I understand the 
local authority have already taken 
action, with a view to the destruction of 
the house in which Mackay dwelt. 


Mr. WEIR: Is the right hon. Gentle- 
inan aware that the Local Government 
Board have not taken the trouble to send 
a single inspector of that Board to the 
Island of Lewis—the most congested 
district in the Highlands of Scotland. 
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Portness Harbour, Island of Lewis. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lad 
Advocate whether the Congested Dis- 
tricts Board have yet been able to obtain 
from Sir John Wolfe Barry, C.E., a 
report on the condition of Portness 
Harbour, Island of Lewis ; and, if not, 
will he say when the question is likely 
to receive that gentleman’s attention. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: Sir 
John Wolfe Barry intimated, on 17th 
October, his regret that his engagements 
will not permit of his visiting Port Ness 
Harbour. The Congested Districts Board 
are considering as to another engineer. 


Consignments of Arms to Ireland— 
Circular to Birmingham Manufacturers. 

Mr. LONSDALE (Armagh, Mid): | 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
is aware that quantities of small arins 
and ammunition are being despatched 
from Birmingham to Ireland, and that 
a circular on the subject has been issued 
to Birmingham manufacturers by the 
chief constable of that city ; and will he 
state what steps are being taken, under 
the Peace Preservation Act of 1881, to 
prevent such arms and ammunition from 
falling into the hands of unauthorised 
persons. 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. WynbHAm, Dover): Small 
arms and ammunition are consigned 
from Birmingham in the ordinary 
course of trade. The Act of 1881 and 
Orders in Council issued thereunder, pre- 
scribe the conditions upon which arms 
and ammunition shall be admitted into 
Ireland. A few firms in Birmingham 
had omitted, from ignorance of the law. 
to comply with these conditions, and the 
Circular in question was issued to direct 
their attention to these statutory 
requirements. The police are aware ot 
the names and addresses of persons in 
Ireland to whom arms are consigned by 
manufacturers and dealers,.and all neces- 
sary precautions are taken to ensure that 
only authorised persons shall keep arms. 
The provisions of the Act of 1881 and 
of the regulations issued thereunder are 
clear and stringent, and there is no 
reason whatever to suppose that they 
are ineffectual for the purposes for whicl: 
| they were designed. 
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Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, 8.): Is it not a | his visit to the Exhibition; and whether, 
fact that the great bulk of these arms | in view of the present state of that city 
have been sent to Belfast for the Orange |and the recommendation of the Lord 
rioters ! | Mayor, he is prepared to name the date 

| when the proclamation of Cork under the 


(Juestions. 





*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That | Crimes Act will be withdrawn. 


is not a proper Question to put. 


Irish Congested Districts Board— 
Purchases of Land. 

Mr. TULLY: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he can state how many 
acres of land have been purchased by the 
Congested Districts Board from January, 
1900, to the present date ; 
acres have been divided amongst tenant 
purchasers, and how many acres remain 
undivided in the hands of the Board. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I hope to have 
this information by Thursday next, when 
I will communicate it to the hon. 
Member. 


Mohill Rural District Finance. 
Mr. TULLY: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether the attention of the 
Local Government Board has been called 


to the statement of Mr. Thomas Mahon, | 
at the last quarterly meeting of the | 


Mohill District Council, that an unex- 
pended balance of £3,000 to the credit of 


the Mohill Rural District has been appro- 


how many | 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The reply to this 


| Question is in the negative. 


| Mr. TULLY: I think there must he 
/some misapprehension. Was not Mr. 
| William O’Brien there at the head of 
| 10,000 men ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
| Question has been answered, and the hon. 
| Member must not proceed to argue. 


Mr. TULLY: But we were told that 
| Mr. O’Brien was there at the head of 
| 10,000 men. 


| Westport Rural District Council and the 
Land Question. 

Mr. TULLY: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he has received from the 
Westport Rural District Council a report 
setting forth a solution of the Land Ques- 
tion on the lines of compulsory purchase, 
and an equitable division of the waste 
grazing lands, and whether he can state 
if he is prepared to give effect to the re- 
commendations in this report. 





priated by the county at large; and | 


whether, in view of the unanimous resolu- 


tion of the District Council on this subject, | 


the Local Government Board will direct 
a sworn inquiry into the matter. 


Mr. WYNDHAM : The statement in 
question has been referred by the Board 
to the auditor of the county accounts 
with a view to his investigating the 
matter, and, if necessary, taking such 
steps as will safeguard the interests of 
the Rural District Council. 


Mr. TULLY: Why not have a sworn 
inquiry at which evidence can be taken ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I am investigating 
the matter. 


Cork Exhibition—The Chief Secretary's 

isit. 

Mr. TULLY: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire- 
land, whether any disturbance took place 
in the City of Cork on the occasion of 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I have nothing to 
add to my repeated repudiations of com- 
| pulsory purchase and impracticable pro- 
| jects for taking away the property of 
large farmers. 


| Mr. TULLY: Will the right hon. 
| Gentleman undertake to introduce into 


| his Land Bill a Clause dealing with waste 
| ° 

a lands ? 
| 
| 


| No answer was returned. | 


Suir Bridge Tolls. 

Mr. TULLY: I beg to ask the Chicf 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether his attention has been 
directed to the loss occasioned to the 
| city of Waterford by the system ot 
| charging tolls on passengers and goods 
crossing the bridge over the Suir; and 
whether he intends to promote legisla- 
|tion in this session to remedy this 
| state of matters. 
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Mr. WYNDHAM: The matter is 
engaging attention. On the representa- 
tion of the Corporation of Waterford, 
inquiry has been directed under + and 
5 Will. [V., ¢. 61. 
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Mr. TULLY: Will the Government 
grant any relief in this case? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I do not imagine 
that that question arises at all. Itisa 
question of two counties combining to 
have a bridge across the river. 


Crime in Cavan and Leitrim. 

Mr. TULLY: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Irelind whether, in view of the pre- 
sentation of white gloves to the County 
Court Judge in Cavan and Leitrim, he 
is prepared to withdraw the Crimes 
Act proclamations in these counties. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: No, Sir. 


Irish Poor Law Audits. 

Mr. TULLY: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he is aware that the 
Poor Law Association of Ireland have 
sent resolutions to the Local Government 
Board asking to have inspectors and 
auditors appointed in future from 
members of the Poor Law Service; and 
whether the request contained in these 
resolutions has been complied with. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Such resolutions 
have been passed. In filling vacancies 
on its staff, the Board proceeds on the 
principle of selecting the persons whom 
it considers best qualified for these 
positions. 


Mr. TULLY: Is the Poor Law Service 
to be the only service in which promotions 
are not given to the officials ? 


{No answer was returned. | 


Local Government (Ireland) Bill. 
Mr. TULLY: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Lre- 
land whether he can state if he will 
proceed forthwith with the Local Govern- 
ment (Ireland) Bill, having regard to the 
wishes of Irish ratepayers on the subject. 


{COMMONS} 
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Mr. WYNDHAM: | must refer the 
hon. Member to a recent reply of the 
Prime Minister.? 


Mr. TULLY: The hon. Gentleman 
can get the Bill through now in ten 
minutes. It means asaving of £25,000 
a year to the taxpayers. 


Unlawful Assemblies in Belfast. 

Mr. TULLY: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he can state how many 
prosecutions for unlawful assembly have 
taken place during the last two years 
under The Criminal Law and Procedure 
(Ireland) Act, 1887, in the city of 
Belfast. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: It has not been 
found necessary to institute proceedings 
under this provision of the Act in 
Belfast. Persons who break the law 
there are made amenable under the 
ordinary law, and receive exemplary 
punishment. 


Mr. TULLY: Are not the assemblies 
in Belfast, every Sunday, just as un- 
lawful as the one for which I was sent to 
gaol ! 


[No answer was returned. | 


Martello Tower at Brighton Vale. 

Mr. TULLY: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether he 
can state how much was realised by the 
sale of the martello tower at Brighton 
Vale, in the Blackrock district ; and how 
much of the proceeds has been refunded 
to the Urban Council. 


Lorp STANLEY: The reply to the 
first part of the Question is £300; the 
reply to the second part is, None. 


Mr. TULLY: Is the noble Lord 
prepared to sell as a job lot the rest of 
the fortifications ? 


Brussels Sugar Convention. 

Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): I beg 
to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether, as Article XII. of the Brussels 
Convention provides that the fulfilment 


t See page s2s, 
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Business of 


of the convention is subordinated to the 
completion of the formalities and require- 
ments established by the constitutional 
laws of each of the contracting parties, 
and Article IV. imposes the countervail- 
ing duties, and that provision is made 
for the convention not being completed 
by one of the contracting parties before 
February, 1903, he will consider the 
desirability of introducing any Bill that 
may be necessary in connection with 
this matter before the convention is 
ratified. 


Tue PRIME MINISTER anp FIRST 
LORD or tHe TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
BaLrour, Manchester, E.): As the hon. 
Gentleman is no doubt aware, the 
sanction of Parliament is not required 
for the rat fication of this Treaty. I 
should have preferred to bring in legisla- 
tion to give effect to it in the course of 
the present session, but that is quite out 
of the question, and, therefore, legislation 
must be deferred to a more convenient 
season. 


Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 8.): Am I 
right in understanding that the right hon. 
Gentleman does not intend either to 
introduce any legislation or to submit 
any resolution which would give the 
House an opportunity of expressing its 
opinion on this matter ! 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think I have 
clearly said that we do propose to intro- 
duce a resolution. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Will it be a 


financial resolution ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It will not be 
a financial resolution in the sense of 
being required to be brought in in Com- 
mittee of the House. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 

Mr. BRYCE: I should like to ask for 
information as to the business to be 
taken this week, and this day week after 
the Indian Budget. I am inclined to 
assume that the Indian Budget will occupy 
the whole of the evening as well as the 
morning sitting, but some uncertainty 
seems to exist on the subject. 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I rather agree 
with the anticipation of the right hon. 
Gentleman that the Indian Budget will 
occupy the morning sitting and possibly 
a good part, at all events, of the evening 
sitting. However that may be, I shall 
put down either the Expiring Laws Con- 
tinuance Bill or the Militia and Yeomanry 
Bill as thesecond Order. In other words, 
I should not propose to take the Educa- 
tion Bill on Monday. During this week, 
I propose, as at present advised—it may 
be subject to alterations—to take the 
Education Bill every afternoon. Some 
of the evening sittings, I anticipate, will 
be occupied with business connected 
with the Transvaal Vote. 


Mr. BRYCE: Which will be the first 
evening given to that subject 4 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: i understand 
that my right hon. friend the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer, who has charge of 
this Vote, proposes to move tomorrow 
that the Vote be taken on Wednesday. 


*Str CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): It will be a 
Motion, I presume, “‘ that Mr. Speaker 
leave the Chair.” 


Mr. LOUGH: Will Papers be distri- 


buted before the Transvaal Vote is taken / 


*Mr. RITCHIE: Tomorrow it is pro- 
posed to move that on the following day 
the House resolve itself into Committee : 
and the Paper itself will be distributed 
tomorrow. 

*Sir CHARLES DILKE: Will the 


Motion be made at two o’clock ? 
*Mr. RITCHIE: No, at nine o'clock. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: When that 
Motion is made, I shall oppose it. May 
I ask whether there is to be any demand 
for money on the part of the Crown, 
through the medium of a Message or 
Speech ? That isinvariably the first step 
in granting Supply in this House. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: I think my hon. 


friend had better wait till tomorrow. 


3E 
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Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.): 1 
suppose the Local Authorities (Bills, in 
Parliament) Bill will not be taken this 
week. It is a very contentious measure. 


Mr. A, J. BALFOUR: No, Sir. 


Mr. DALZIEL (Kirkealdy Burghs) : 
Does the right hon. Gentleman propose 
to take it this session ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am afraid we 


are not yet near the end of the session. 


Mr. TULLY: When will the right 
hon. Gentleman take the Irish Local 
Government Bill? It means a relief of 
£25,000 a year to the rates. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I cannot gay 


at present. 


Mr. TULLY : Will you take it tonight, 
seeing that you can get it through in ten 
minutes ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No, Sir, I will 
not. 


EAST INDIA REVENUE ACCOUNTS, 

Ordered, That the several Accounts 
and Papers which have been presented 
to the House in this Session of Parlia- 
ment relating to the Revenues of India 
be referred to the consideration of a 
Committee of the whole House.—(Secre- 
tury Lord George Hamilton.) 


Resolved, That this House will, upon 
Monday next, resolve itself into the 
said Committee.—({Secretary Lord George 
Hamilton.) 


OSBORNE ESTATE BILL. 

Mr. CHANCELLOR or THe EXCHE- 
QUER, by His Majesty's Command, in- 
ormed the House that His Majesty placed 
his interests in the Osborne Estate at the 
disposal of Parliament. 

Bill, ‘to make provision with respect 
o the disposition and management of 
His Majesty's Osborne Estate, in the 
Isle of Wight,” presented by Mr. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, under 
Standing Order No. 51; to be read a 
second time upon Monday next, and to 
be printed. [Bill 301.] 
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EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
BILL. 


Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


Mr. J. W. LowrTHer (Cumberland, 
Penrith) in the Chair. } 


Clause 9 :— 


(2.40.) Mr. M‘KENNA (Monmouth- 
shire, N.) moved that the consideration of 
the Clause should be postponed. He said 
his reason for doing so was very simple. 
The Clause deals with the provision of 
new schools. As the Bill originally 
stood, finance was dealt with in a sub- 
Section of Clause 8 ; but it had now been 
postponed. Before they considered the 
provision of new schools they ought to 
know what financial arrangements the 
Government proposed to make to assist 
the local authority in providing the 
schools, and consequently Clause 9, he 
thought, ought to be postponed until the 
question of financial arrangements had 
been considered. Moreover, the Com- 
mittee had not yet on the Paper the 
alterations in Clause 9, which, it was 
obvious from the Prime Minister's 
reference at Manchester to the power 
which Nonconformists would have of 
building schools out of public funds, would 
be required. He was sorry to have again 
to quote that speech, but the right hon. 
Gentleman, in that part of it dealing with 
the large number of advantages which 
Nonconformists were going to derive from 
the Bill, askedif they (the Nonconformists) 
would not hail with acclamation a Bill 
which enabled them, for the first time in 
our history, to build, out of public funds, 
schools according to their own views or 
even their own prejudices. But accord- 
ing to the Bill, as it stood, the cost of the 
buildings was to be provided by the Non- 
conformist bodies themselves. Did the 
First Lord intend to adhere to the policy 
which he thus set out at Manchester ! 
It was quite clear that the Clause, as it 
stood, did not carry out that policy, and 
that something very different must be 
substituted for it. Hence he suggested 
the postponement of the consideration of 
the Clause, to enable the Government to 
produce their Amendments. He was 
aware that the right hon. Gentleman 
had put down an Amendment to Clause 
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13 which would enable the local authority 

o find a certain portion of the funds 
required for building new voluntary 
schools, but it was absurd to say that a 
denomination should have the power to 
set up a denominational school, until the 
financial intentions of the Government 
were fully before them. 


Education 


Motion made and Question proposed, 
“That Clause 9 be postponed.”—(Vr. 
M‘Kenna.) 


THE PRIME MINISTER anp FIRST 
LORD oF THE TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
Batrour, Manchester, E.) said he could 
not, of course, accept the proposal of the 
hon. Gentleman. With regard to the 
financial point of view, the policy of this 
Clause was quite irrespective of any 
decision that might be come to with 
regard to the financial Clause, which 
they would have to discuss later. With 
regard to the second point, as to the 
view he expressed at Manchester, he did 
not know whether it was his fault, but 
he had heard statements on that matter 
with which he could not agree. He had 
not seen that portion of the report which 
the hon. Member had quoted, but what 
he intended to express was quite clear. 
Take the case of a town like Preston, 
where the whole place was covered by 
voluntary schools; it was impossible to 
lav down a general rule and say that 
there should be no rate-provided schools 
at all. If the Nonconformists objected, 
for instance, to the teaching in the 
denominational schools, they would be 
wholly without a remedy, and that 
remedy was proposed by this Bill. He 
hoped the hon. Member would not press 
the Motion. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon 
Boroughs) thought there was a good deal 
to be said in favour of the postponement 
of the Clause. The Government pro- 
posed to give £900,000 yearly towards 
educational purposes in addition to the 
grants already made, and it was exceed- 
ingly important before Parliament parted 
with that money they should ensure that 
it should be used for the reduction of 
rates and to secure increased efficiency. 
They were now coming to, he would not 
say the most important Clause of the Bill, 
hut certainly the most obnoxious part of 
it If the Government wanted to pass a 
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good Bill surely they would put the in- 
terests of education generally through- 
out the country before those of sects. 
Could they not allocate a portion of this 
sum for the purpose of getting rid of the 
miserable, squalid little schools which 
now covered the country districts? He 
would remind the Committee that when 
the whisky money was given, the first 
thing that was done in the Welsh 
counties, under the wise guidance of Mr. 
Acland, was to pool the money for the 


purpose of creating a building fund. It 


was now within the power of the Govern- 
ment to do more for education in certain 
poor districts than had been done for 
thirty years. Would the Government 
now agree to allocate part of the money 
to be voted under the Bill for the pur- 
poses of Clause 9, and see that it was 
devoted to building purposes. What was 
the difficulty now in rural districts ? It was 
not that the people failed to realise that 
the present state of the schools was 
detrimental to the interests of education, 
but it was the fact that any attempt to 
provide new buildings crushed the rate- 
payers even more than the maintenance 
rate. The cost of building was pro- 
hibitive. Let the Prime Minister face 
this problem now, and introduce into the 
Clause a provision allocating a portion of 
the £900,000 for building purposes. Let 
him agree to set aside £200,000 or 
£300,000 with the object of building new 
schools in rural districts and in the 
poorer districts of large towns. That 
would do far more for the cause of 
education than the present Clause, which 
was calculated to embitter and extend 
the area of sectarian strife. As he had 
said, the whisky money in the Welsh 
counties enabled the creation of a building 
fund out of which substantial grants 
were made to assist in the building of 
new schools. He hoped the Prime 
Minister would not treat this as a 
dilatory Motion, but look on it as one 
which was calculated to convert a per- 
nicious into a fairly good working 
Clause. 


Mr. BRYNMOR JONES (Swansea, 
District), as another reason for postpon- 
ing the consideration of the Clause, pointed 
out that they had not yet determined the 
constitution of the Education Committee. 
That was to be done by Clause 12, 
which was of a most extraordinary 

3E2 
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character, 


much in the debates 


own motion. 
he construed it, the 


because the local education 
authority, about which they heard so 
on Clause 8, 
was only to act in certain cases of its 
According to Clause 9, as 
local 
authority would only be able to act 
through the local committee, 
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9.R8 
and the ata 


Clause evidently contemplated disputes, 


and even litigation, 


between the local 


education authority and persons who Noes, 115. 
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wished a new school to be provided. 
Surely, then, they ought to determine the 
constitution of the Education Committee 
before deciding how the new schools were 
to be provided. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided:—Ayes, 64 ; 
(Division List, No. 455.) 


Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Shackleton, David Jame- 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick b. 
Slupman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire 
Sloan, Thomas Henry 
Spencer, RtHn. C. R( Northani- 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen. © 
Thomas, Nir A. (Glamorgan, E. 
Thomas, David Alfred (Merthiy: 
Wallace, Robert 
Wason, Euvene 

Weir, James er ag 
White, Luke (York, E. 
Wilson, Henry J. (York. w x 
Woodhouse, SirJ.T\ Hudderst « 


TELLERS FOR THE AYEs. 
Mr. M‘WKenna and Mr. 
Trevelyan. 


Heaton, John Henniker 
Hobhouse, Henry(Somerset./. 
Hope, J. F.(Shettield ,Bright~ide 
Horner, Frederick William 
Kenyon, Hon. Geo. T. (Denlngli 


; Lee, ArthurH (Hants. Fareham 
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Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Reginald J.(Portsmout!: 
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Roberts, Samuel (Shettield) ) Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) | Welby, Lt-Col. A.C. E(Taunton 
Rothschild, Hon. Lionel Walter | Stanley, EdwardJas. (Somerset | Welby,SirCharlesG. E. (Notts. 
Royds, Clement Molyneux Stanley, Lord (Lancs. ) Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. iy orks). 


Rutherford John 
Samuel, Harry 8. (Limehouse) 
Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln) | 


Thorburn, Sir Walter Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Valentia, Vi iscount 





Seton-Karr, Henry | Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 

Sharpe, William Edward T. | Walker, Col. W ‘liam Hall TELLERS FOR THE NOES.— 
Simeon, Sir Barrington | Walrond,Rt. HnSir 4 illiamH. Sir Alexander Acland- 
Simith,James Parker(Lanarks. |) Warde, Colonel C. Hood and Mr. Anstruther. 


(3.12.) Tae CHAIRMAN: The first Tue CHAIRMAN: The hon. Member 
Amendment, standing in the name| will see that the way in which it is 
of the hon. Member for West Car- | proposed will re-enact Section 5 ; and he 
marthen, seems to me to be already | can move to alter that when we get to 
provided for, because the Committee | the schedule. The Amendment in the 
has handed over to the new local | name of the hon. Member forthe Satfron 
authority the powers of the School} Walden Division stands on the same 
Boards under Section 18 of the Act} ground; andthe Amendment of the hon. 
of 1870, one of which is to provide | Member for Rugby seems to me to be a 
such school accommodation as _ is| negation of the Clause, besides being 
necessary. The only distinction is that | contrary to what the Committee has 
between the words “adequate” and | already passed in Clause 8. 

“necessary.” The next Amendment 
standing in the name of the hon.| Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.) said he 
Member for the Flint Boroughs is not | wished to move an Amendment to 
necessary. The Amendment in the! cmit “ where,” the first word in the 
name of the hon. Member for North | Clause, in order to insert “It shall be 
Camberwell seems to me to raise the | the duty of.” 

same point as the Amendment of the 
hon. Member for West Carmarthen. Tue CHAIRMAN: That would not 
read. 


Mr. LOUGH said he proposed to move 
subsequent Amendments which would 
' make it quite in order. He would move 
to omit “or any other persons, and 


was highly desirable that that statement also all the w ords after * _— = — 
should be inserted before they proceeded to Insert a “suliictont smount of pubic 
to the discussion of the Clause. The | Sheol accommodation. 

greater part of Section 18 of the Actof 
1870 was repealed, and what remained 
referred only to the provision of schools 
by School Boards; whereas the Bill 
contemplated the provision of schools by 
the local education authority “or any 
other persons.” He therefore thought 
it desirable that the preparatory state- 
ment should be inserted. 








Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.) 
said that the Amendment he desired to 
move simply set out the preparatory 
statement in the Act of 1870, before the 
scheme was set forth. He thought it 


THe CHAIRMAN: That is provided 
for in the third schedule. It is perfectly 
clear. 





Mr. TREVELYAN (Yorkshire, W. F., 
| Elland) said that the governing words in 
the schedule were “ without payment of 
fees.” which did not refer to school 
accommodation at all. 


THe CHAIRMAN: I think that is 
provided for by the third schedule of the 
Bill, which states— 

(5) The following provision shall have 
effect in lieu of Section 5 of the Elementary 
Education Act, 1891.” 


THe CHAIRMAN: If the hon. 
Member does not like these words, he 
can propose to strike them out when the 
schedule is reached. 


Dr. MACNAMARA said the position 

Dr. MACNAMARA said it was now! was that they desired that new school 
proposed to repeal that part of the Act of accommodation should be provided by 
1870 which made it incumbent on the | the local authority, whereas the scheme 
local authority to carry out its powers. | in the Bill proposed it should be provided 
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by the local authority, ‘‘or any other 


Education 


persons.” Surely, therefore, the Amend- 
ment of his hon. friend to insert “It 
shall be the duty of,” was in order. 


Tue CHAIRMAN: Those words are 
already in the Bill. By Clause 6, the 
Committee has incorporated Section 18 
of the Act of 1870, which says that a 
School Board shall provide such school 
accommodation as is necessary. 


Mr. M‘KENNA: In their opinion 


THe CHAIRMAN: Yes, in their 
opinion. The words are as clear as 
possible. If the hon. Member objects to 
the words “or any other persons,” he 
can move to strike them out when they 
are reached. 


Mr. LOUGH said he attached im- 
portance to his Amendment. 


THECHAIRMAN: | attach importance 
to my ruling. The Amendment of the 
hon. Member for West Denbighshire is 
in order, 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS 
(Denbighshire, W.) moved to omit the 
words “the local education authority 
or any other,” and to insert “any.” 
The object of the Amendment would 
be perfectly clear. He was glad _ it 
had been laid down from the Chair 
that Clause 6 of the Bill, as amended, 
made it perfectly clear that the local 
education authority would be responsible 
for the provision of adequate public 
elementary school accommodation. The 
Amendment did not in any way affect 
any other persons taking the initiative ; 
that would be raised by a later Amend- 
ment, but he wished to make it clear at the 
outset that his Amendment, taking it for 
granted that the local education authority 
would be responsible for providing 
adequate school accommodation, and that 
any other persons had the right of in- 
itiating new school accommodation, laid 
it down that the local education authority 
should be withdrawn from rivalry and 
competition, and be made the sole arbitra- 
tor in the case of any conflict or dispute. 
He did not think his Amendment was in 
any way out of harmony with the spirit 
and the tenour of the Bill, so far as it had 

Dr. Macnamara. 
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proceeded. What was the present posi- 
tion? The denominational schools were 


to remain, for the present at all events, in 
our educational system ; and a_ bargain 
had been arrived at by which the sup- 
porters of the denominational schools re- 
ceived certain advantages, certain local 
Government grants being given to the 
counties. But when they came to the 
question of providing new school accom- 
modation, he thought a new issue was 
raised ; and he did not think that it was 
out of harmony with the spirit of the 
3ill that, in that matter, the local educa- 
tion authority should be the supreme 
judge and sole arbitrator in all questions 
of dispute. So far as they had gone, it 
had been laid down that the local educa- 
tion authority was to have complete con- 
trol of secular education ; that it was to 
prescribe a standard of excellence in the 
schools ; and that it was to be responsible 
for raising and spending the education rate. 
He put it to the Committee, was it 
unnatural, given that condition of things, 
that the local education authority should 
be the authority to decide in a case of dis- 
pute with regard tothe necessity of pro- 
viding further school accommodation ! 
He proposed the Amendment on one or 
two main grounds. First of all, if it 
were accepted he thought it would avoid 
a great deal of friction which might 
arise under this Bill between the educa- 
tion authority on the one hand and the 
managers of schools and other persons 
who might desire to build schools on the 
other. Under the operation of Clause 8 
as at present drafted they would have 
the spectacle of competition between the 
local education authority and private 
persons; there might be the ten rate- 
payers brought in, and finally the appeal 
to the High Court. Must that not be 
a somewhat humiliating position for any 
local authority constituted such as tho-e 
under the Bill? The real crux of the 
question was, was the local education 
authority in these matters to be trusted 
or not? The hon. and learned Attorney 
General had stated that the desire of the 
Government was to trust the local 
education authority. The point therefore 
was whether the local education authori- 
ties were to be only a kind of magni- 
fied School Board, or were they to be 
bodies which, by reason of their respon- 
sibility, would draw to their service the 
most experienced elements of public life 
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in this country. Hisobject all along had 
been to strengthen the hands and 


heighten the responsibility of these local | 


education authorities, and that was the 
object which underlay all the Amend- 
ments he had moved. In his opinion 
the success of the Bill when passed 
would largely depend upon the success 


that would be attained in bringing | 


good men to the service of the local 
education authorities. If these authori- 
ties were to be the representation of the 
best judgment, the best experience of 
the life of the counties, then they must 
be given such powers as would make it 
impossible for them to be led into com- 
petition with bands of private individuals 
who desired to build schools. He moved 
the Amendment with the sole object of 
making it clear, whatever the form of 
the Clause might eventually be, that it 
would not be possible for such authorities 
as this to be brought into rivalry with 
private individuals. He begged to move. 


Amendment proposed—- 


“In page 3, line 36, to leave out the words, 
‘the local education authority or any other,’ 
and insert the word ‘any.’ ”’—(Mr. Herbert 
Roberts. 


Question. proposed, “That the words 
‘the local education authority’ stand 
part of the Clause.”’ 


THe ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir 
Ropert FINLAY, Inverness Burghs) said 
he cordially agreed with the desire the 
hon. Member had expressed that the ser- 
vices of the best men should be available 
for these local education authorities, but 
he did not think there was anything in 
the Clause as it stood which would con- 
flict with the attainment of that object. 
The Clause dealt with the provision 
of new schools, and it was quite obvious 
that it must depend on the circumstances 
of the locality what class of schools should 
be provided. It might be that in some 
districts what was now called a board 
school would be built, and in others 
what was now termed a voluntary school. 


What the hon. Gentleman proposed was | 
to do away with all check in the pro- | 


vision of new board schools, and leave it 
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simply at the option of the local authority 
to provide new board schools, whatever 
the effect might be upon the voluntary 
schools of the district. Hecouldnot agree, 
and hoped the Committee would not 
agree, with the object set before it. As 
a matter of fact, this Amendment would 
not carry out the object of the hon. 
Member, because the “ persons” would 
include the local authority. So that 
even if the Amendment were passed it 
would be futile. 


Dr. MACNAMARA, upon a point of 
order, asked whether, if this Amend- 
ment were disposed of, it would 
invalidate an Amendment on the next 
page to strike out “ All other persons.” 


Toe CHAIRMAN: I do not think it 
would strike out that Amendment. 


Mr. HERBERT LEWIS (Flint 
Boroughs) said he understood the object 
of the Amendment was to prevent fric- 
tion bet ween the local education authority 
and the managers. His hon. friend 
pleaded that if the local authority, the 
ruling authority of the district, thought 
fit to make provision, it should not be 
affected by the recommendations that 
were laid down in Clause 9. He thought 
the Government might meet the Com- 
mittee to that extent, because so far as 
voluntary schools were con- 
cerned, they were placed in a stronger 
and more unassailable position than 
they were be-fore. They pleaded for 
a little more liberty for the extension 
of the public system of elementary 
schools. It was not a Nonconfor- 
mist system. Many of the teachers of 
the School Boards were Churchmen. 
They pleaded for a system like that in 
vogue in Scotland, and he hoped the 
Government would consider the advisa- 
bility of meeting them a little in that 
way, and of giving more freedom to the 
local education authorities in the pro- 
vision of new public elementary schools. 


(3.28.) Question proposed. 


Committee divided: — Ayes, 145 
Noes, 87. (Division List, No 456.) 


AYES. 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 


Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 


Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
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Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. A. J.(Manch’r) 
salfour, Rt HnGerald W.(Leeds 

Bartley, ( teorge C. T. 

Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin | 

Bignold, ‘Arthur 

Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
BKoulnois, Edmund 

Bowles, Capt. H. F.(Middlesex) | 

Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 

Bry mer, William Ernest 

Bull, William James 

Rurdett-Coutts, W. 

Campbell, Rt HnJ. A.(Glasgow 

Carew, James Laurence 

Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 

Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 

Cavendish, V.C,W. (Derbyshire 

Cayzer, Sir Charles William 

Ceeil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 

Cecil, Lord’ Hugh (Greenwich) 

Chamberlain, Rt. Hon. J.(Birm. 

Pag Edward 

Clive, Captain Perey A. 

Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 

{ 

( 

( 


‘ohen, Benjamin Louis 

‘olomb,SirJ ohnCharles Ready 

‘ox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Denny, Colonel 

Dickson- Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dimsdale, Sir Joseph Cockfield 
Dorington, Rt. Hon. SirJohn E. 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir William Hart 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt Hn. SirJ.(Mane’r 
Finlay, Sir Robert Ban.atyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald, Sir Robts. Penrose- 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edwd. Algernon 


Allan, Sir William (Gateshead) 

Allen, Chas. P. (Gloue., Stroud 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 

Asquith,Rt. Hn. HerbertHenry 

Atherley-Jones, L. 

Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 

Bell, Richard 

Brand, Hon. Arthur G. 

Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 

Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 

-* aine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 

Causton, Richard Knight 

Channing, Francis Allston 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, Alfred, (Carmarthen) 

Davies,M.V aughan- (Cardigan 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 

Dunn, Sir William 

Evans,SirFrancisH (Maidstone 

Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
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Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Flower, Ernest 
Forster, Henry William 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 
Gartit, William 
Gore,HnG.R.C.Ormsby-(Salop 
Gore, Hon.S. F.Ormsby-(Line. ) 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hon.George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Hain, Edward 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hamilton, RtHnLordG(Midd’x 
Hanbury, Rt.Hon. RobertWm. 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 

Hobhouse, haces 
Hogg, Lind say 

Hope, J.F. (Sheffield, Brightside 
Hozier, Hon. JamesHenryCecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Johnstone, Heywood 

Kemp, George 

Kenyon, Hon.Geo.T. (Denbigh 
Lee, ArthurH.(Hants,Fareham 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col. Charles W.(Evesham 
Long, Rt Hn. Walter(Bristol,S. 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Reginald J. (Portsmouth 
Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Iver,SirLewis( Edinburgh W 
Maleolm. Ian 

Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Maxwell, RtHnSirH. E( Wigt’n 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray,RtHnA.Graham(Bute 
Myers, William Henry 

NOES. 

Fenwick, Charles 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 

Fos ter, Sir W (Derby Co.) 
Fuller, J. M. 
Gladstone, ti Hin Herbert John 
Grey, Rt. Hon. Sir E. (Berwick) 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hayter,Rt. Hon.Sir Arthur D. 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Jones, David Brynmor(Swansea 
Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kinloch,SirJohnGeorgeSmyth 
Lambert, George 
Leese,SirJosephF. (Accrington 
Leng, Sir John 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 
Lough, Thomas 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 


M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) | 








ill. 


Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Parker, Sir Gilbert 
Perey, Earl 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis Robert 
Rankin, Sir James 
Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Rattigan, Sir William Henry 
tidley,Hn. M. W. (Stalybridge 
Ritchie,Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
tothschild, Hon. Lionel Walter 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John 
Samuel, Harry 8. (Limehouse 
Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Smith, James Parker (Lanarks. 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spencer, Sir E. (W. Reannuehs 
Stanley, EdwardJas. (Somerset 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester). 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Tomlinson, Sir Wim. Edw. M. 
Valentia, Vise ount 
Vineent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walker, ( ‘ol. William Hall 
Walrond, Rt Hn.SirWilliamH, 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C.E( Taunton 
Welby,Sir CharlesG. E. (Notts, 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Williams, RtHnJ Powell-(Birm 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (Yorks. ) 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
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TELLERS FOR THE AYES.-- 
Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hood and Mr. Anstruther. 


M‘Crae, George 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 
Manstield, Horace Rendall 
Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Mellor,Rt. Hon. John William 
Middlemore,John’ Chrogmort’n 
Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Morley, Rt. Hn.J ohn (Montrose 
Newnes, Sir George 

Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Palmer,SirCharlesM. (Durham 
Price, Robert John 

Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Russell 

Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Sloan, Thomas Henry 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Spencer, RtHn.C. R. (Northants 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E.) 
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Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan,E.) | Weir, James Galloway | 


Thomas, David Alfr ed(Merthyr | White, Luke (York, E.R.) TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips Whitley, J. H. (Halifax Mr. Herbert Roberts and 
Wallace, Robert | Wilson, Henrv J. (York, W.R.) Mr. Edwards. 

Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. | W oodhouse, SirJT.(Hudd’rsf’d 

Wason, Eugene Yoxall, Henry James 





(3.38,) Mr. TREVELYAN, in moving | this Clause the Wesleyans might find it 
the omission of the words “ or any other | necessary to compete with them, and 
persons,’” saidthe Amendment was one of | possibly would build several hundred 
the most important that could be moved | schools. The prospect opened up by 
inasmuch as its object, with certain conse- | that statement was anti-National and 
quential Amendments, was tosecure that | odious. Children ought not to be 
all new schools provided out of public| separated into little lots of different 
funds under the Act would be built by} sects brought up in schools in which 
the public authority. The scheme of | they were taught to dislike the children 
the Government was nominally to give | in other schools—— 
equal facilities to different sects to 
provide new schools. The various) Lorp HUGH CECIL (Greenwich) : 
Churches were to be permitted under | Can the hon. Member give an instance 
certain circumstances, if they could find | of a school in which the children are 
the funds, to build schools in different | taught to dislike the children in another 
districts. He wished to dwell upon one | school ? 
minor evil of that proposal. The Chureh | 
of England was already complaining that | | Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: I have a 
she would not be able to find the money | case which I will give by-and-bye. 
for the repairs to her existing schools as | 
required by the Bill. Eight hundred| Mr. TREVELYAN contended that the 
voluntary schools had not a single penny | mere fact of the children being segre- 
of subscriptions. while 700 more had} gated into different sets according to 
subscriptions only to the amount of Is. | their religion was practically bound to 
per child, and yet upon the shoulders of | foster such a feeling. In an earlier 
these schools was to be imposed for all} debate he cited the case of a village in 
time the duty of providing for repairs.| which the Nonconformists and the 
Surely it was a very dangerous thing,| Church clergyman quarrelled over the 
in addition to this obligation, to permit | appointment of a teacher, with the result 
the Church to build schools in districts | that the Nonconformists set up a separate 
where shedid not now possess them. | school of their own. Up to that time 
The only way in which the Church | the village had been perfectly united so 
could provide for repairs at present was| far as the goodwill of the people was 
by calling in aid from other districts, so | concerned and no ill-feeling had existed 
that the result of this proposal of the| between the different religious sects; 
Bill would be that, in order to build new | but the very fact of two schools having 
schools—which would be one of her | been established—as would be done in 
main objects—the Church would draw | dozens of villages under this Clause—had 
upon those very resources which ought | set up a denominational rivalry, and the 
to be tapped for the purpose of repairs | village was torn from top to bottom with 
for existing schools. That, however. | religious differences. That was bound 
was a minor evil. The chief con-|to happen. If they gave this permission 
sideration was that, if the Clause were | it would involve building, in numbers of 
passed in its present form, it would | parishes, schools by different denomina- 
instantly become the ambition of|tions. Further, they objected because, 
the clergymen of every religious com-j as the law stood under the administra- 
munity to find funds to build schools | tive conditions under which it must 
wherever they could get the permission | work, there was no doubt that special 
of the Board of Education to do so, and | advantages were given to the sectarian 
in every little village there would be a/ schools as against schools provided by 
competition between the different sects.|the public. In the first place, it would 
It had already been stated that if the|be to the advantage of the local 
Church of England built schools under| authority to allow the different sects 
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to build schools in preference to them- | 
selves because they would not then have to | 
provide them out of the rates. That | 
was a direct bribe to erecting sectarian | 
schools in preference to erecting schools 
by the public. Further, the Education 
Department, by the very words of the 
Bill in the 10th Clause, would be bound | 
rather to prefer sectarian schools to 
schools erected by the public authority, 
because one of the things which the 
Board of Education had to take into 
consideration was the economy of the 
rates, and if it could get schools built by 
a religious community instead of out of 
the public purse that would be economy 
of the rates, and if there was a question 
of bias in the mind of the Education | 
Department it would clearly be in favour 
of the sectarian schools. For these | 
reasons it appeared to him that not only 
were they to have a system perpetuated 
under which more and more sectarian 
schools would spring up all over the 
country, but they were actually to have 
an advantage given to the building of 
sectarian schools as against schools built | 
by the public. He thought this was an | 
altogether wrongsystem. They believed 
in a national system of education under | 
which the schools were in the hands of 
the public, and they did not look forward 
to having England breaking out into a 
sort of rash of sectarian schools which 
the denominationalists could scratch 


until the whole system was in a state of | 


irritation. They saw in this part of the 
Bill another encouragement to the set- 
ting up of sectarian schools, and this 
was protested against prior to 1870, when 
it was alleged that special facilities were 
being given for the building of sectarian 
schools. One of those who denounced 
that policy vigorously at that time was 
the Colonial Secretary, who protested 
against the giving of public grants for 
the building of these schools. The Gov- 
ernment were not now proposing public 
grants but a far more insidious thing, 
for they were asking denominationalists 
to subscribe money for the building of 
sectarian schools and promising to main- 
tain them ever afterwards out of the 
public funds. He hoped the House 
would seriously consider this question 
before consenting to an increase of this 
dual system. 


-Mr. Trevelyan. 
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“In page 3, line 36, to leave out the words, 
‘or any other persons.’”—(.Mr. Trevelyan.) 


Question proposed, ‘“ That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 


| Clause.” 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think the 
hon. Gentleman opposite was not far 
wrong when he said that the issue raised 
by this Amendment was a clear and 
important one, indeed, it cuts very deep 
into the fundamental question under- 
lying the scheme on which the system 
of education is carried on, and probably 
we shall have to go into the Division 
Lobby because we entertain a different 
view as to the principle upon which 


| religious teaching should be carried out 


The hon. 


in our elementary schools. 


| Gentleman’s proposal is quite simple. It 


is that even if voluntary schools are to 
be tolerated where they exist now new 


‘voluntary schools are not to be tolerated 


in the future, and that every provision 
for future education must be made out 


of the rates by the local authority, and 
|must, of course, be subject to those 


limitations which affect the schools. In 
other words, the hon. Gentleman lays it 
down as a fundamental principle that, at 


all events, in all cases of future provision 


we should only provide them under the 
limitation of the Cowper-Temple Clause. 
This is a significant speech to listen to. 
after the statement made by a colleague 
'of the hon. Member from Wales on the 
| last Amendment, seeing that he desired 
to see the Scotch system adopted. The 
view taken now by the hon. Member is 
precisely the opposite, for he wishes to 
see the English School Board system, 
which is profoundly contrasted with the 
Scotch system in this respect, made the 
universal system, so far as the provision of 
new schools is concerned. I think the hon. 
Member will admit that that accurately 
represents what he proposes. So strong 
was the hon. Member upon this point that 
he thought it fit and proper to describe any 
system which tempered the English form 
of rate-provided schools with an admix- 
ture of voluntary schools as anti-national 
and odious. I absolutely differ from the 
hon. Member, for reasons which I believe 
very fundamental, and which I will state 
in a very few words. I have to repeat 
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here words which | have uttered before 
on the platform and elsewhere, and say 
that, in my view, it is a tolerable and 
even a good system to say what we do 
in Scotland, that the public shall provide 
elementary schools for the community, 
but in providing those schools they are 
not to be hampered by any restrictions 
as to the religious teaching in those 
schools, which should be left to their 
own discretion and to their judgment to 
see that the teaching shall be suitable to 
the children of the district. 


Dr. MACNAMARA: Yes, give us 
that. 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The English 


system of providing schools is that, where 
there is a deficiency not to be met in any 
other way it shall be met by rate-pro- 
vided schools, but that in those schools 
the education authority for the district 
whether School Boards, as it is now, or 
County or Borough Councils, as under this 
Bill, are to be limited in their discretion 
as to the education to be provided, and 
however much the parents of those 
children, or large sections of them, desire 
a particular kind of religious education, 
they are not to have it unless it is in 
conformity with the Cowper-Temple 
Clause. [hold that system as an ab- 
solutely intolerable one, unless you temper 
it with the voluntary schools, and holding 
that view as regards the whole scheme 
of English education, it is as clearly 
necessary to provide scope and room for 
the voluntary school education of the 
fuiure as it is to preserve the voluntary 
schools already erected for the purpose of 
meeting this peculiar need. That, Sir, is 
the whole case in a nutshell. If I am to 
be told that the view of hon. Gentlemen 
opposite is that the Cowper-Temple 
Clause to which, I understand, they 
attach such great importance, is to be 
abandoned as far as all rate-provided 
schools are concerned, I admit that the 
force of my contention would be largely 
in the air. Is that the view we are to 
have pressed upon us, and is that what 
would be given by the general body of | 
hon. Gentlemen opposite without any 
undue delay or prolonged discussion ? 


Sirk EDWARD GREY (Northumber- 
land, Berwick): You must give us the 
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Scotch system as a whole. I understand 
the right hon. Gentleman is offering us 
only a morsel of the Scotch system. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: We are now 
providing that schools will have to be 
provided in future for the growing needs of 
the child population. If all schools to be 
provided out of the rates are to be limited 
by the Cowper-Temple Clause, then you 
must give room in this future provision for 
the voluntary schools; but if you say 
that this future provision is to be 
made out of the rates, and not under the 
limitation of the Cowper-Temple Clause, 
then I admit that the argument I have 
addressed to the House loses a great 
deal of its force. I do not believe that 
that is the view of the great body of 
Nonconformist opinion in this country 
or of hon. Gentlemen opposite. I have 
always understood that they attach some- 
thing almost in the nature of superstitious 
veneration to the Cowper-Temple Clause, 
that they had invented something in the 
nature of a new orthodoxy under the 
shadow of that Clause, and that they 
regarded every form of religion outside 
it as anti-national and odious and verging 
upon superstition. If I am assured on 
authoritative grounds that the whole Non- 
conformist body have turned right round 
in the twinkling of a moment and 
abandoned the Cowper-Temple Clause 
altogetheras regards rate-provided schools, 
I shall be very glad to consider the 
development of a situation which, to me, 
is so new and so unexpected. 


(4.0.) Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 5.) 
thought there were many _ otlier 
objections to this Clause, and many other 
arguments in favour of this Amendment, 
which would be sufficient to condemn 
the Clause, without bringing in the 
religious question at all. He must say 
one word about the way the Prime 
Minister brought in the case of Scotland. 
It seemed to him that the right hon. 
Gentleman was playing fast and loose in 
this matter. He was always asking, 
“Will you have the Scotch system!” 
and when they asked, ‘‘ Will you give 
the Scotch system?” he immediately 
escaped. There were good and sufficient 


reasons why the Scotch system was not 


given. He was not entitled to say what 
the Nonconformists in England, or the 
English laity collectively, as against the 
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clerical body, thought of it. He was not 
prepared to say whether the laity 
generally, or the Nonconformist section 
of them, would accept the Scotch system 
instead of the Cowper-Temple Clause, 
but he thought he might safely say 
that they would not accept the abolition 
of the Cowper-Temple Clause except 
upon the condition that the Scotch 
system was brought in in its entirety ; 
that was to say, that everywhere, in 
town and country, it should be within 
the reach of every child, and that there 
should be a popularly elected body, like 
the School Board, to administer the 
schools of the country. He was quite 
prepared, for his own part. to believe that 
if that was the case the religious 
ditticulty would come to an end, because 
that ditticulty was a plant which did not 
thrive in the atmosphere of popularity. 
The open sun and air of a popularly 
elected body would put an end to those 
troubles, quarrels, jealousies, suspicions 
and animosities which thrive under a 
sectarian system. The Scotch Members 
would be able to confirm what he 
said when he stated that there were 
practically no difficulties, quarrels, and 
troubles arising under their system in 
Scotland. The reason was that it was 
all public. The School Boards were 
responsible to the electorate, and if there 
was any attempt to abuse the power 


given to them to give instruction 
according to what was called ‘“ use and 
wont,” that would be immediately 


rectified by the asking of questions of 
the elected members of the School 
Boards, and all those troubles and 
diiticulties would disappear. The right 
hon. Gentleman disliked the Cowper- 
Temple Clause. It was disliked because 
it corresponded to the facts of the case, 
namely, that ninety-nine out of every 100 
English parents of the laity desired that 
their children should read the Bible and 
receive religious instruction based on 
the Bible, and that they desired nothing 
more. [An Hon. Memper: “How do you 
propose to prove that?”] Of course 
it was one of those assertions that might 
be made on one side or the other. He 
had never seen a particle of evidence 
produced that English parents desired 
anything more. There had been every 
opportunity, occasion and motive during 
the last six months to produce that 
Mr. Bryee. 
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evidence, but it had not been forth- 
coming. He would give his hon. friend 


another illustration. At the present 
moment there were more than a 
million Anglican children in board 
schools. Most of these children had 
within their reach sectarian schools, 
where they could obtain definite and 
distinct dogmatic instruction if they 
wanted it, but they preferred board 
schools. He supposed that everyone 


in this House who had taken the trouble 
to inquire could find places within his own 
knowledge, in which a very large propor- 
tion of the children in board schools and 
unsectarian schools were the children 
of Anglican parents. He remembered 
a case of a very large unsectarian school 
where one-third of the children were of 
Church of England parents, and where 
there were large numbers of voluntary 
schools within very short reach of the 
homes of these parents. He had not 
the slightest doubt that he was within 
the mark in saying that ninety-nine out 
of every 100 English lay parents pre- 
ferred, or, at any rate, were well 
satisfied, that their children should 
receive religious undogmatie instruction 
under the Cowper-Temple Clause. The 
same thing was put by the Secretary 
to the Board of Education when he said, 
on Friday last, that English parents who 
had not the Scotch keen eye for differ- 
ences in doctrine were willing to take 
the theology as they found it. He 
thought the English parents were right. 
Why? Because, like sensible people, it 
was Bible instruction they wanted for 
their children in elementary schools. 


Mr. JAMES HOPE (Sheffield, Bright- 
side): Are not the Scotch parents 
who desire the Shorter Catechism sen- 


sible people ? 


Mr. BRYCE: Scotch parents care 
very little whether it is taught or not. 
He could give instances from his own 
city where it was not taught at all in 
schools, and no complaint was made. 
In most cases in Scotland the old habit 
of teaching was followed, but no trouble 
ever arose. In many cases where it was 
not tuught, compared with cases where 
it was taught, equal satisfaction and 
peace prevailed. That went to confirm 
what he had stated, that everything 
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worked well where there was a popular 
elective system. He passed from 
the religious aspect of the subject, 
into which he had only been led by 
the remarks which fell from the 
right hon. Gentleman. He could not let 
the remarks about the Cowper-Temple 
Clause pass without saying that thereason 
why that was followed was because it 
corresponded to the facts of the case. 
It gave the children what the parents 
wanted, and what the children were able 
to profit by. If they wanted dogmatic 
instruction superseded at a later stage 
by all means let that be done. They 
were dealing here with children under 
fourteen years of age. There were 
three grounds which he thought were 
sufficient torecommend the Amendment 
to the House. The first was that the 
Clause as it stood was in the last degree 
disparaging and injurious to the local 
education authority. They were calling 
a new local education authority into 
being. They were purposing to give it 
great and wide powers. They were 
endeavouring to induce persons of 
influence, importance, and public spirit, 
to enter its service. In the last Clause 
the Committee inflicted great indignity 
upon them by subjecting them to an 
appeal to the Board of Education on a 
large number of questions in which 
they differed from the managers. They 
were now carrying that further, because 
they were asked by this Clause 
to say that the local authority should 
have no privilege, advantage, or prefer- 
ence in proposing to provide schools over 
« number of people in the locality who 
might desire to do it. They could not 
pay a worse compliment to the local 
authority than by not giving them the 
right of being the persons to provide the 
schools. Hissecond objection to thescheme 
of the Clause was that it was proposed to 
multiply small schools, and to aggravate 
one of the greatest evils of the existing 
system. On this side of the House they 
had not ceased since the Bill was intro- 
duced to dwell upon the inconvenience 
in any national system of education of 
having two sets of schools over 
« whole town, standing in different 
relations to the local authority, and 
which, because kept up independently of 
each other, must tend to weaken one 
another. In how many parts of the 
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country had they not at this moment two 
or three schools within a radius of two 
miles, each of which was weak and imper- 
fectly staffed, each of which had deficient 
buildings, and where what was wanted 
was consolidation ? One reason why thie 
board schools in the town had been so 
much more efficient than the schools in 
the country was that they could lhe 
equipped on a larger scale. If by this 
Clause they allowed a certain number to 
say that there was a necessity to provide 
a new school for sectarian purposes 

instead of enlarging the existing school, 
and in that way strengthening it, giving 
it better financial support, and a better 
stafi—they perpetuated the existing evil. 
He appealed to hon. Members, whatever 
their opinion on the religious question, 
and whatever they might think of the 
value of giving sectarian dogmatic in- 
struction, to remember at any rate that 
on the educational side the case against 
this scheme was very strong. They 
wanted to bring the schools together 
rather than to keep them apart. They 
wanted to organise them on a compre- 
hensive plan. They wanted each in an 
area to subserve a common purpose, hut 
it was proposed to drive them farther 
from that great aim by the multiplication 
of small schools. Really he could not 
convey sutticiently to the Committee his 
sense of the inefficiency, waste, and 
needless expense which would be in- 
curred if they followed out this plan. 
He was bound to say that he thought 
this proposal threw a very sinister light 
on the whole purpose and motive of 
the Bill. They had been constantly to!d 
that the great reason for the Bill was 
that the denominations were already in 
possession of the schools and that they 
could not ask the ratepayers to incur 
the great expense of building a large 
number of new schools, and that they 
could not take the existing schools witl- 
out compensation, which would he a 
ruinous expense to impose on the sates. 
That was put forward as the main 
justification of the Bill. But surely that 
justification entirely failed when they came 
to this Clause, because here it was proposed 
to do the thing afresh and make it more 
difficult than ever by creating new 
vested interests, and raising up further 
obligations. Therefore, when he looked 
at this Clause he thought he saw the 
true purpose, motive, and origin of the 
Bill. He thought the argument about 
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vested interests was a fictitious one put 
forward to conceal the motive behind, 
which was to strengthen the hold of 
sectarianism on the country. By this 


Clause the Government were multiply-. 


ing vested interests, and multiplying all 
those difficulties which were to come up 
in the future. It was not the way to 
get rid of them. For his part he did not 
think this system could last. If the right 
hon. Gentleman and those who agree 
with him succeed in getting rid of the 
Cowper-lemple Clause he believed they 
would be doing the worst possible service 
to the religious education of the people. 
He believed the Cowper-Temple Clause 
was the sheet-anchor of religious educa- 
tion in the schools in this country. He 
was just as mucn attached as the right 
hon. Gentleman or the noble Lord the 
Member for Greenwich to the desirability 
and importance of retaining a religious 
atmosphere in the schools, but he was 
sure that if this contest on the religious 
difficulty was kept alive, and if they 
were to have the same strife for the next 
thirty years as they had had for the past 
thirty years the issue would be the com- 
plete secularisation of the schools. In 
the United States and in the British 
Colonies that was the solution of the 
problem at which they had arrived. The 
Cowper-Temple Clause afforded acommon 
basis for religious education in the board 
schools—a common basis in this sense: 
that under it the common truths of 
Christianity were imparted to the 
children. And archbishops and bishops 
had declared that the religious educa- 
tion given in the board schools had 
been of the utmost possible value and 
afforded the best possible foundation for 
the Christian life. 


Lorp HUGH CECIL was understood 
to dissent. 


Mr. BRYCE said he could only main- 
tain that the testimony seemed to him 
conclusive, because if these eminent 
prelates had shared the opinion of the 
noble Lord they could not have spoken 
as they did about the religious teaching 
in the board schools. He repeated that 
the best chance of preserving a religious 
atmosphere in our schools was the pre- 
servation of the Cowper-Temple Clause, 
and that if it fell it would be followed 


Mr. Bryce. 
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|by the secularisation of the schools 
‘altogether. He would set forth in a few 
words his objections to the Clause and 
his reasons for supporting the Amend- 
ment. It was a disparagement of the 
local authorities by placing them on a 
level with private persons, and by denying 
them the function of meeting the grow- 
ing necessities of public education in the 
localities, the wants and feelings of which 
they understood. It was a perpetuation 
of sectarian strife, and an aggravation 
of the tendency that existed to divide 
children into groups upon no other 
ground than the religious opinions of 
their parents—and he believed that in 
that respect it was an injury to the 
minds of the parents themselves. And, 
lastly, it was educationally objectiona ble 
because it would put a national system 
of education further out of sight, for it 
would multiply vested interests and 
involve unnecessary expense, while it 
would waste the efforts of men zealous 
for educational reform in keeping up the 
number of small weak schools instead ot 
devoting their best energies to concen- 
tration. 


1432 


(4.25.) Sm JOHN GORST (Cambridge 
University) said he could assure the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for South 
Aberdeen; that the profound religious 
peace and excellent religious instruction 
in the schools were not due in any way 
to the Cowper-Temple Clause. That 
Was not operative in the schools ; it was a 
dead-letter. What did secure religious 
peace and excellent religious instruction 
was the common sense exercised by the 
teachers and managers notwithstanding 
the interference of Parliament to give 
t» the children in the schools under 
their authority that sort of religious in- 
struction which the parents of the 
children desired. He entirely agreed 
with the statement made the other day 
by the First Lord that provisions such 
as those in this Clause are absolutely 
unnecessary. The religious difficulty 
would disappear from Parliament and 
the platform, as it had done from the 
schools, if the House would consent to 
trust the new education authority with 
the power and the duty to make dis- 
positions that all the children in the 
country were given the religious instruc- 
tion desired by their parents. 
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Mr. BRYCE said he did not really 


differ from the right hon. Gentleman ; 
but he had never heard that offer made. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR asked what the 
right hon. Gentleman meant by saying 
that the Cowper-Temple Clause was the 


sheet-anchor of religious instruction in | 


the schools ? 


Mr. BRYCE said that his contention 
was that the Cowper-Temple Clause was 
the sheet-anchor of religious instruction 
in the board schools as things stood at 
present. 


Stir JOHN GORST said that the 
right hon. Gentleman had maintained 
that this Clause was a dark conspiracy 
on the part of the Government to pro- 
mote sectarian interests. Perhaps the 
right hon. Gentleman would be surprised 
to know that the procedure which took 
place at the present time in many pafts 
of the country was in exact accordance 
with the provisions of this Clause which 
had filled the mind of the right hon. 
Gentleman who had moved the Amend- 
ment with such gloomy views. It was 
generally supposed that the School Board 
had the proper right to provide additional 
accommodation and to decide at what 
cost the alterations or additions were to 
be made. There was the conspicuous 
case, some years ago, of the Barry Docks, 
where the population had rapidly increased 
on account of the docks, and a very large 
portion of that population was Roman 
Catholic. The School Board of Barry 
Docks, which was an excellent body and 
had done its work supremely well, in 
the exercise of its right to supply all the 
schools which were under the sheet- 
anchor of religious instruction, were 
not able to make any provision what- 
ever for the Roman Catholic population. 
That did not, however, prevent the 
foman Catholics from building a school 
of their own, but they had to provide 
the whole cost of the school from their 
own contributions and _ subscriptions. 
By the Act of 1870, the Board of Educa- 
tion determined, when there was a 
deficiency of accommodation, how that 
deficiency should most advantageously 
be supplied, and from that time the 
system had gone on without any 
friction. It must be remembered that 
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England and Wales were now covered with 
schools, and the necessity for new schools 
only arose from the natural increase of 
population in the large centres of popula- 
tion and from the shifting of population 
from the centres of the town to the 
suburbs. It might be more convenient 
in such cases to extend the existing 
accommodation by enlarging the school 
than to build a new school altogether, 
and very seldom had the action of the 
Board of Education caused any friction 
with the local education authority. It 
was an experiment which worked with- 
out any friction whatever, and which 
certainly was not open to the strong 
denunciations which the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for South Aber- 
deen and the hon. Member who moved 
the Amendment thought fit to utter. 
One point in the speech of the right hon. 
Gentleman opposite deserved — the 
attention of the Committee. Nothing 
could be more mischievous than the 
multiplication of small schools, but the 
operation of this system did not create 
small board schools, and if the Board of 
Education was as vigilant in the future 
as it had been in the past the right hon. 
Gentleman might dismiss from his mind 
the idea that this system would ever 
lead to the multiplication of small board 
schools. He could not see how it 
would be possible to do what was 
eminently desirable—consolidate the 
number of small schools—but if this Bill 
did not amend the law in that respect, it 
at all events would make it no worse. 
The new schools which would be created 
by this Clause would never in any case 
add tothe number of small schools at 
present existing. Only in those very 
rare cases where denominational bodies 
were competing for the erection of a 
school would such schools be erected, and 
in those cases such schools would not 


add to the multiplication of small 
schools. 
Dr. MACNAMARA said the hon. 


Member who proposed the Amendment 
desired to set up the clear issue that the 
provision of school places should be 
national and not sectional. He argued 
that the Act of 1870 took many steps 
in that direction, but it had three very 
serious shortcomings. It did not create 
the authority necessary for this purpose, 
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and when it did create the authority the 
area was very small, What the Act of 
1870 ought to have said was—* We 
will give generously and handsomely to 
all existing voluntary school places, but 
from this time forward every new school 
place provided shall be provided by the 
publie authority only.” What the Act 
of 1870 did say, and the right hon. 
Gentleman below the gangway seemed 
to think that this Bill would leave 
things where they were, was—‘ There 
shall be a school place suitable and 
efficient for every child.” That Clause 
vas repealed under this Bill, so that 
this Bill did not leave things where 
they were. , 


Mr A. J. BALFOUR said that had 
heen dealt with by a Government 
Amendment. 


Dr. MACNAMARA said the Amend- 
ment was not suflicient. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said the Amend- 
ment should be made sufticient. 


Str JOHN GORST said that it had 
been stated since this Bill had been 
brought in, over and over again, that 
there was a mistake made in the repeal 
section, that that mistake would be set 
right, and that the duty of providing 
school places for every child would be 
thrown on the local authority. 


Dr. MACNAMARA said he was very 
glad to hear the statement of the First 
Lord of the Treasury that if the right 
hon. Gentleman’s Amendment did not 
cover it it should be made to cover it. 
He pointed out that the Act of 1870 
further said that if volunteers wished to 
make provision they should be allowed 
to do so, but that if they did not make 
provision within a specified time a public 
authority should be called into being 
which should do so, and, further, that if 
the public authority did not carry out 
this duty the authority should be declared 
in default and that a new authority 
should be elected and the locality charged 
with the expense. That was also to be 
repealed. Therefore, on the face of it, 
it was inaccurate to say that this Bill 
left the matter where it was. The sub- 
stantial difference was this: both before 
and after the Barry School Board 
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incident the position was that the local 
authority and other persons were on 
equal terms with regard to the admini- 
stration of schools under the Act of 1870. 
In this case they were not on equal terms. 
The preference under the scheme con- 
tained in Clauses 9, 10, 11, was given to 
the voluntary schools. Why could not 
they adopt the Scotch system as it stood 
with regard to this matter ? Lord Young’s 
Act of 1872 laid down definitely that if 
there was a deficiency of school places in 
a particular district the local authority 
should provide them. Why could not 
that be adopted? Why should it not 
be a public duty? The scheme was 
set out in great detail in the Act, 
and the remarkable thing was that, 
in Clause 28, if the School Board on 
making its provision for school places did 
not go the length which the Scotch 
Board of Education thought it ought, 
the Board of Education could propose a 
layger scheme. That shewed the very 
wide difference between the systems. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR asked whether 
the hon. Gentleman meant the Scottish 
system in its true and full sense. Did 
he propose to throw upon the public 
education authority provided in this Bil. 
the duty of providing new accommods:- 
tion, and that they should not be subject 
to anything in the nature of the Cowper- 
Temple Clause ? 


Dr. MACNAMARA said if the scheme 
was that nobody had a right to meet the 
deficiency but the public authority, that 
system would satisty him. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR ‘said it was 
essential to know, in order to understand 
the hon. Gentleman’s argument, when 
a new school was provided by the local 
authority was it to be under the Cowper- 
Temple Clause or not ! 


Dr. MACNAMARA said he _ had 
several times expressed the opinion that 
the Cowper-Temple Clause should be 
modified. Let them have popular control, 
and the Cowper-Temple Clause, which 
was more or less a hedge which the 
Nonconformists had set up against the 
Church, might be swept away. As an 
instance of the great delay which would 
arise by allowing provision for new 
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schools to be made by persons other than | 
the local authority, he would instance a 
case that took place at Streatham— 
a ease which, in his opinion, might 
be multiplied over and over again. 
Religious bodies in their zeal desired 
to stake out a claim which they 
were unable to work thoroughly—to 
cover areas which they had _ no 
power to cover. In March, 1895, 
the School Board for London, after many 
years, obtained sanction to provide school 
places at Streatham, and early in 1896 
the School Board Committee came to 
the House for powers. In June, 1896, 
a deputation from the managers of the 
St. Leonard’s school at Streatham waited 
upon the School Board Committee and 
asked them not to build a school, as they 
were themselves prepared to build it. 
The School Board consented to wait till 
October, 1896, and undertook if this 
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particular body had begun to build the | 
school to withdraw ali their sanctions. | 
October, 1896, came and the school was | 
not begun. These people, with all their | 
zeal for missionary work, were unable to | 
tind the money. By Christmas, 1896, | 
nothing had been done. The School | 
Board then consented to wait until | 
October, 1897, to see if these persons | 
could build the school, and finally in| 
1898, after three years delay, the school | 
had to be built by the School Board. | 
Since 1870 the denominational system 
had doubled the accommodation for | 
children in schools, but for the reason | 
he had given they had not done their | 
work thoroughly—they had not 
properly cultivated the area marked out. 
Under the Act of 1870 the voluntary | 
subscribers had doubled their contribu- 
tions, but instead of those contributions 
being, as they were in 1870, half the cost 
of the children educated, they were now 
only one-seventh. Clause 5 of the Act 
of 1870 was now to be repealed, also 
Clause 18, and in their place they were to 
have Clause 9 of this Bill. In his opinion 
the provision of new schools by other 
than the local authority was a bad and 
vicious system ; it should be a national 


obligation. The religious question could 


be arranged, and should not be mixed 
up with the provision of new schools. 
It was preposterous that a public author- 
ity should have to wait for provision of 
[FouRTH SERIES. ] 
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public schools until they found that no- 
body else desired to provide them. No 
limit of time was fixed within which 
those estimable people were to discharge 
the obligations they entered into, and he 
repeated the question he had so often 
asked during these debates—Where uid 
the educational interests of the children 
come in? He invited attention to an 
extremely able article which appeared 
in The Times last April, in which the 
writer, who appeared to be intimately 
acquainted with the whole administrative 
system, showed that the provisions in 
Clauses 8, 9, and 10 struck deep at the 
roots of efficiency, and appeared to lhe 
drafted to give volunteers the first chance 
of providing accommodation, in order 
that control of religious instruction 
might be retained bythem. He strongly 
objected to reliance on private agency 
before the public authority could act. 


Mr. MALCOLM (Suffolk, Stowmarket) 
said the Bill did not provide that. 


Dr. MACNAMARA read Clauses 9 
and 10 as containing direct incentives to 
the authority to favour the voluntary 

roposals out of regard to economy of 
rates. It was essential that from that 
day forth the provision of school places 
should not be left to volunteers, and 
that all new places should be a public 
charge, provided for out of public funds. 


(5.0.) Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.) 
said it had constantly been stated that 
one of the great hardships connected 
with education, especially in villages, 
was the practical impossibility of Non 
conformists having a school such as 
they desired in their religious interest. 
This Clause enabled such schools to 
be established, thus doing away with 
that grievance, and he was therefore 
greatly surprised that the Opposition 
should object to the proposal. Surely 
it was only reasonable, if there was a 
boni fide desire in a_ particular place 
for a Church of England, Roman 
Catholic, or other school, that the 
persons desiring it should be allowed 
to provide it if they were prepared to 
pay the expenses themselves. The 
position taken up by the hon. Member 
for North Camberwell, that every new 
school-place should be provided by the 
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local authority, would mean in practice 
that if a few more places were required 
in any district a new school would 
have to be built, because it would be 
impossible to expand or increase the 
size of the existing voluntary schools. 
That, he thought, would be a most 
unreasonable restriction. The Clause 
carried out the avowed desire of the 
Government to provide as fairly as 


possible for all denominations, and, 
bearing in mind the extensive and 
violent attacks which had been made 


with reference to the single school 
parishes, the Government in this pro- 
position were entitled to expect the 
support rather than the opposition of 
the other side. 


Mr. ROBSON (South Shields) asked 
where was the necessity for this Clause 
if, ag stated by the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for Cambridge 
University, the substance of the scheme 
proposed thereby had already been in 
operation for six years, and was therefore 
in conformity with the existing law. 


Sir JOHN GORST: I said in practice. 


Mr. ROBSON apprehended that the 
practice of the right hon. Gentleman 
had not been against the law. If then 
the Clause was unnecessary why was 
it in the Bill at all? By looking at 
the Clause one could see why it was 
there, and it gave a very pertinent 
and complete answer to the query of 
the hon. Member for the Stowmarket 
Division, viz., what was the preference 
given to voluntary schools by Clause 
9? According to the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for Cambridge 
University, the existing system enabled 
any denomination to appeal to the 
Board of Education and to get a 
denominational school. But it did not 
permit any denomination to hamper 
the local authority in the provision of 
a schoo! which according to its judg- 
ment, checked and inspired by the 
popular will, was necessary, and that 
was what this Clause would invite and 
provoke a denomination to do. Where- 


ever the local authority proposed to dis- | 
charge its most elementary function and | 


provide a new school in any district, it 
was to be at the mercy of ten sectarian 
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ratepayers, who would have power to 
hang up a scheme for at least three 
months, and for some further indefinite 
period until the Board of Education had 
held an inquiry, the children in the 
meantime going uneducated—or, as was 
more likely, Clause 10 coming into 
operation, by which another singular 
preference was given to denominational 
schools. He spoke with some uncer- 
tainty as to the construction of that 
Clause, but at the end there was a pro- 
vision that any school in existence con- 
taining thirty scholars should not be 
deemed to be unnecessary. So that in 
practice, without proposing to found an 
elementary school, a denomination 
might establish a school and get thirty 
scholars into it, with the result that it 
would be a school on the ground, and 
would have to be taken as necessary, 
the provision of a school by the local 
authority under Clause 9 being thus 
prevented. That observation would fall 
to the ground if the Clause was intended 
to mean schools in exis'ence at the 
passing of the Act—not at the date of 
the inquiry under the Clause—but if his 
instruction was correct it was clear that 
the local authority would never have to 
provide a school at all. In the past it 
might have been difficult, as the right 
hon. Gentleman had stated, to induce 
members of a denomination to provide 
an elementary school, as they would 
have had to maintain it, but when they 
were relieved of the burden of mainten- 
ance a very different state ot things 
would probably obtain, and there was 
much more likelihood of a rush of persons 
desirous of occupying the ground to the 


exclusion of the local authority. After 
the observations of the right hon. 


Gentleman, the Committee were more 
than ever entitled to demand a clear 
statement as to what, under existing 
circumstances, the necessity for this 
Clause really was. A further point 
was that the First Lord of the 
Treasury had again and again challenged 
the Opposition to say whether or 
not they desired the adoption of the 


Scottish system, and, if so, to what 
extent, and to what proportion of 
the schools they desired to see its 


principle applied. That was a very fair 
question, but it justified the inquiry— 
What did the Government think of the 
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Scottish system ? 
to offer it? The right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for Cambridge University 
had declared that the system really 
operated in England, that the Cowper- 
Temple Clause was a mere form, and 
had practically no substantial application. 
And why? Because the common sense 
of the English people had so arranged 
matters that they did—Cowper-Temple 
Clause or no Cowper-Temple Clause— 
sicceed in giving to the children the 
religious teaching their parents desired. 
That apparently was what was done in 
the board schools. If that was the ease, 
they had the Scottish system in the 
board schools. But if it was applicable 
and applied there, and the parents were 
satisfied with the religious teaching so 
given, it became yet more important to 
know what the Prime Minister thought of 
the Seottish system, because that system 

which the right hon. Gentleman was 
understood to favour to a certain extent 
—entirely sup*rseded the denominational 
system; it did not supersede religious 
teaching, but it did supersede sectarian 
control, and that was the position of the 
Liberal Party. 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTSON (Hack- 
ney, S.) contended that for the purpose of 
the hon. and learned Member’s argument 
it was immaterial which construction 
he placed upon Clause 10, because if a 
school was in existence before it became 
a school at all it must have been author- 
ised under Clause 9. 


Mr. ROBSON said that was not so 
unless it was built as a proposed elemen- 
tary school. If, without being proposed 
as such, it was simply built and peopled 
with thirty scholars, it became, under 
Clause 10, a school already in existence, 
and as such had to be deemed necessary 
by the Board of Education. 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTSON said that 
such a school could not be one “actually 
in existence’? having the necessary aver- 
age attendance ‘“‘as computed by the 
Board of Education;” it would be 
absolutely outside the system. In reply 
to the argument that delay would be 
caused by others than the local authority 
being allowed to build new schools, he 
would quote a case in which much delay 
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was prevented. In Basingstoke there 
happened to bea school built for use 
as a Sunday school, but also with a view 
to its becoming, if necessary, an ordinary 
elementary day school. The Basingstoke 
School Board required further school 
accommodation, and the Church of 
England, to which this school belonged, 
immediately offered the building to the 
Board, by whom it was gladly accepted. 
If the present Amendment were accepted 
such an arrangement would be made 
impossible, and the children would have 
to wait a year, or perhaps two years, 
before the necessary accommodation 
could be provided. 


(5.15.) Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said that 
so far as Wales was concerned the Welsh 
Members would close with the Prime 
Minister, if he would give them the 
Scotch system. He did not think that 
the control of religious teaching should 
be in the hands of the County Councils, 
covering as they did considerable areas, but 
that that power should be given to parish 
authorities. They had heard it said 
that the Cowper- Temple Clause was 
a great safeguard for the Nonconformists. 
It was said to have been introduced 
originally in the interest of the Non- 
conformists, and notably it was said 
by the Prime ister and the Colonial 
Secretary that it was introduced to 
Nonconformist minority. 
He was glad, however, that the Prime 
Minister, for the first time, made no 
pretext of that kind now, but if this was 
something to protect Nonconformists 
he did not think the Prime Minister 
should thrust upon them a blessing 
which they repudiated. It was perfectly 
clear thit the Clause under debate was 
not introduced on behalf of the Non- 
conformists but simply and purely to 
promote a system of sectarianism which 
they protested against. It was only 
part and parcel of a system which the 
Bill was intended primarily to promote, 
namely, the sectarian system. The right 
hon Gentleman the Member for Cam- 
bridge University said there was no 
religious difficulty in the board schools.— 


Sir JOHN GORST said he applied 


that remark to all schools. He had 
challenged the House many. times 


,to name a single instance where a 


3F2 








1443 Education 


single Nonconformist child was excluded 
from the teaching profession, and he had 
never been able to find one. 


Mr. LLOY D-GEORGE: 
repeated instances. 


I have given 


Siz JOHN GORST: No. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said he had 
asked the late Vice-President of the 
Council for a return showing how many 
Nonconformists were head teachers in 
the Chureh of England schools. He 
could point out these instances in the 
advertisements in the Church Times. 
All that could be said about it was that 
these teachers were members of one 
persuasion, and that was according to 
the trust deeds of the school. The 
Prime Minister had said that this was 
simply legalising the practice of the 
Education Department in the past. If 
it were the practice it was illegal, and 
therefore this Clause was simply legalising 
an illegal practice. Not long ago it was 
declared illegal for the School Boards to 
carry on evening schools and higher 
grade schools. The Committee could con- 
sider the difference between the attitude 
of the Government towards the illegal 
practice in helping sectarianism and an 
illegal practice when it helped education. 
Instead of carrying out an illegal practice 
which would be of benefit to the country, 
they brought in a Bill to destroy the 
power of board schools and put an end 
to the beneficent system. When it was 
an illegal practice in the interests of 
sectarianism, the Government brought in 
a Bill which not only legalised but 
extended the sectarianism. ‘This was a 
very dangerous and pernicious Clause. 
The hon. Member for South Shields had 
pointed out the danger that in the future 
the burden of these schools would fall 
upon the rates, and this would be an 
inducement for them to go on estab- 
lishing more sectarian schools. Take 
a rural parish with a population 
of about 1,000 or 1,200, with about 100 
children in the school. In future, in such 
a parish it would be possible for a sect 
to say that that school did not represent 
their views, and therefore they could set 
up a school of their own at the other end 
of the parish. Where would the building 
come from? Hon. Members were aware 
that there was hardly a Nonconformist 

Sir John Gorst. 
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chapel or a Church of England where 
there was not a little schoolroom attached, 
and all they had got to do was to adapt 
that schoolroom for a day school. In 
this way there could be set up an in 
numerable number of livtle schools which 
would destroy education and promote 
sectarian strife. In the parish he had 
given as a typical concrete case, forty 
children would go to one school and sixty 
to the other. That appeared to be a 
direct inducement to set up rival schools 
for sectarian purposes. But what would 
happen to education? Instead of having 
one fairly good schoolmaster at £120 a 
year—it might not be a good salary, but 
it was fairly good in the rural districts— 
they would get two second or third rate 
masters or mistresses who would each 
receive £70, £75 or £80 a year, bringing 
up the amount paid altogether to £160. 
This would mean that the equipment 
fund would be impoverished and educa- 
tion would suffer. On the whole, the 
children of the parish would suffer for 
the benefit of the two rival religious 
communities. That was a very bad 
system which was being promoted by the 
Bill. Supposing there was abundant 
accommodation at the present moment for 
all the children of the parish, and one of 
the sects said, “Our children are not 
fairly taught the doctrines of their parents 
in the school,” could they go to the 
Education Department and say, “ We 
want another school set up ” 4 


Mr. ERNEST GRAY (West Ham, N.): 
Yes, if they can get the requisite number 
of children. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said if it oughit 
to be done it should be done, and if it 
ought not to be done it should not be 


done. They had to make one of two 
elements predominate. If it was the 
educational interest the — sectarian 


interest ought to go down, and if they 
considered the sectarian interest was 
the more important, then the educational 
interest ought to go tothe wall, but the 
Government could not run both. It 
was frankly neither one thing nor the 
other, and the result would be that 
education must suffer. In such a case 
as that which he had described they 
would get poorer teachers and equipment, 
and they would throw a greater burden 
on the rates of the parish, but tie 
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sectarian interest would benefit. Which 
was to be predominant in the Bill? 
They had a right to know. It seemed 
to him from the Bill as if it were the 
sectarian interest. Something had been 
said by the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for the University of Cambridge 
about the fact that there was no religious 
diticulty in the schools, and that they 
should trust to the common sense of the 
managers and teachers. He agreed that 
as aTrule the teachers taught the cate- 
chism in the way least offensive to the 
Noncontormist children in the school. 
Hi+ made that admission frankly, but 
that would not be the case if this Clause 
got into operation. Why? The Low 
Church moderate clergyman would not 
want to set up a rival sectarian institu- 
tion. He would be satisfied with the kind 
of teaching given in the parish school. 
It was the aggressive new man who was 
not satisfied at all with what was going 
on. As a matter of fact the clergyman 
ot the low moderate type did not bother 
very much about it. He would give a 
quotation from the Report of the 
National Society, which showed really 
how little clergymen of that type worried 
about it. Dr. Reynolds, reporting on a 
school which he inspected, said this 
question was put to a pupil, ‘“ What 
instruction have you had in religious 
knowledge?”? and the answer’ was 
“None;’’ the child was further asked 
“By whom was it given?’’ and the 
answer was, “By the vicar.” That 
really represented the only definite dog- 
matie religious instruction given in 
thousands of these schools. He was not 
referring now to what the schoolmaster 
did. As a rule he confined himself to 
the reading of Scripture, and explaining 
the historical aspect of the passages read. 
In a good number of those schools these 
dogmas which they heard so much about 
were not thrust upon the children, but 
hon. Gentlemen opposite said, ‘“ You 
must teach these dogmas, otherwise the 
religious instruction given is no good.” 
He had received a pamphlet written by 
Canon Moberly. When the pamphlet 
was first alluded to, he had thought it 
was written by Mr. Moberly Bell, but 
he had found that Mr. Moberly Bell had 
not exchanged thunder for theology. 
After reading that pamphlet it had 
struck him that this was Canon 
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Moberly’s Clause. It was true that at 
present the Church did not teach dogma 
in the schools, because she preferred 
dominion to dogma, and knew that the 
moment she thrust it upon the country 
that dominion would be withdrawn. 
This gentleman, who had three or four 
schools under his charge in a district, 
had advised the people not to be led by 
the satellites of Satan and enticed into 
joining leagues. But here was Clause 9, 
which would give the opportunity to the © 
Canon Moberlys in the future. The 
result would be strife in the parish, not 
between High Church and Nonconfor- 
mity, but between High Church and 
Low Church, which disliked each other 
more than they disliked the Nonconfor- 
mists. The moderate Low Church 
clergyman would not set up a school to 
create strife, but the strong aggressive 
sacerdotalist would. He appealed to the 
Government not to destroy the efficiency 


of the schools by further endowing 
theology. 
(5.45.) Mr. MIDDLEMORE  (Bir- 


mingham, N.) said he did not entirely 
like the Amendment as it stood, but he 
was quite prepared to welcome it. The 
Clause as it stood seemed to him to be 
an altogether amazing one. It conferred 
the right of appeal on any _ ten 
ratepayers whoever they might be. 
It called in the Board of Education to 
judge inthe matter. He could not help 
calling that dethroning the local authority 
and enthroning the Board of Education 
in its place. That was a very grave 
matter indeed. What was the local 
authority for? Surely it existed to build 
its own schools, and control its own 
money, certainly to say what its own 
people wanted, and to carry the wishes of 
its own peopleintoaction. What functions 
were they going to leave to it? It would 
have to finance the new schools which the 
Board of Education permitted or com- 
pelled it to build. It would also have to 
finance the schools which were built 
against its own wishes. The Government 
had not brought forth an authority : they 


had brought forth an abortion. He 
doubted whether the local authorities 


would bear this, and he did not think 
they ought todo so. If they refused to 
administer the Act, and tore off this 
blister placed upon their body, he, for one, 
,should not blame them. The Clause 
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would, in his opinion, create very great 
discord in the community to which it 
applied. Why? There would always be 
an appeal when a new school was wanted 

—it could not be otherwise—and there 
would probably be a society formed for 
the purpose. When the appeal was made 
the grandmother in London would put on 
her clogs and shawl, and go down to them 
and tell them what schools they ought to 
have, what were their own personal 
wishes, and how to spend their money. 
She ought never to have left London. 
The late Vice-President of the Council had 
said that the local authorities knew their 
own business far better than the Board 
of Education could tell them. Now the 
Government seemed to have got rid of 
his views and to have adopted precisely 
opposite principles. He believed the 
chief result would be to set the local 
authority and thevoluntary schools bythe 
ears and to make co-operation difficult, 
or even impossible, in the future. It 
would drive moderate Churchmen like 
himself to believe that the only way of 
establishing a national system of educa- 
tion was to supersede the denominational 
schools. It would bring the voluntary 
schools and the local authority into 
collision; it would bring the weaker 
into collision with the stronger, and the 
weaker would be destroyed. He dreaded 
extreme Churchmen far more than he 
dreaded the hon. Member for Carnarvon. 
The hon. Member for Carnarvon made 
a direct attack on the Church schools, 
but those extreme gentlemen made a 
direct attack on the State. The risk of 
danger seemed to be that moderate men 
like himself would be compelled to join 
their forces with men like the hon. Mem- 
ber for Carnarvon and make common 
cause with them. That certainly was 
not his wish, but profoundly as he 
differed from the hon. Gentleman in all 
matters of Unionism and Imperialism, 
he was being driven from his own side. 
It was not on the question of Unionism 
but on educational matters that he was 
being driven from his moorings, utterly 
against his will. He heartily hoped that 
if the Government did not accept the 
Amendment they would make such 
radical alterations in the Clause as would 
make it possible for him—which it was 
not now—-to vote for the Third Reading 
of the Bill. 


Mr. Middlemore. 
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Sir EDWARD GREY said he thought 
the discussion of the Clause and the 
Clause itself were very good illustra- 
tions, if the Government would only 
think of it, of how the determination of 
the Government to secure, and even 
increase dogmatic teaching was im 
perilling the real interests of education. 
He could not make out whether the new 
Clause was a new departure or not. 
The right hon. the First Lord spoke oi 
it as a new departure, but the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for Cam- 
bridge University said that it only 
allowed to be done what was done 
already. If it was so, there was no 
concession in it. There had been un- 
answerable speeches shcwing that in so 
as far this Clause operated at all it would 
operate in the direction of making it 
easy for a district to have two bad 
schools instead of the one good one 
which now existed. That would make 
things worse for the future of educational 
reform. To multiply the two sets of 
schools with two sets of staffs would he 
to increase the intolerable controver-y 
which must exist as long as they had 
two sets of schools side by side. What 
he wanted to point out was that the 
First Lord seemed to be fencing with the 
Scottish system. The whole course of 
the discussion pointed the moral in the 
direction of the Scotch system. But 
they could not have the Scotch system 
in half-a-dozen pieces. It could not be 
applied to one set of schools and not to 
another. The two great principles in 
the Scotch system were liberty in 
religious teaching every where and public 
control and management everywhere. 
These things should always go together, 
and he thought that the right hon. 
Gentleman should reconsider his opinion 
that the Scottish system was not suited 
to the English people. There would be 
no real progress in educational reform 
until they got rid of the religious 
difficulty, and it was only by a Govern- 
ment bold enough to adopt the Scotch 
system in its integrity that they would 
get rid of the religious difficulty. The 
right hon. Member for Cambridge 
University said that the religious 
peace in the schools was owing to the 
common sense of the teachers, but that 
was because the teachers softened the 
dogmatic teaching imposed upon them. 
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He agreed with the right hon Gentle- 
man the Member for South Aberdeen, 
that the great majority of the parents 
ot this country would be content with 
plain Bible teaching for their children. 
{An Hon. Memper: ‘How do you 
know ?’’] How did the hon. Gentleman 
opposite know that the majority of the 
parents wanted denominational teaching ? 
It was because the children were in 
denominational schools, but then the 
parents had no other choice at present 
than to send them there. As long as 
they bad denominational control of the 
schools so long should they have the 
Cowper-Temple Clause. The right hon. 
Member for Cambridge University had 
given an instance where the religious 
difficulty had arisen at Barry Docks, 
and where the Board of Education had 
to intervene. A Roman Catholic school 
had to be established, but it was not 
recognised for some time. He would 
remind the right hon. Gentleman that 
some time ago he had quoted the case 
of Barra, in the Hebrides, where the 
Scotch system had solved the religious 
difficulty at once. The right hon. 
the First Lord should adopt the 
logical conclusion of his own scheme. 
There were side by side in this country 
tio systems which were intolerable from 
the point of view of a great many people 
The First Lord said that the School 
Board system under the Cowper-Temple 
Clause would be intolerable without the 
denominational system alongside it. On 
the other hand, many people thought 
that the denominational system would 
be intolerable without the schools under 
the Cowper-Temple Clause. [Mr. 
Batrour: ‘‘ Hear, hear.”] But these 
two intolerable systems did not make 
one tolerable system ; and this Clause 
would tend to perpetuate the existing 
difficulties by multiplying the two differ- 
ent kinds of schools, Until it was 
recognised that the dual system must 
go it was impossible to make progress 
with educational reform. 


(6.0.) Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said that 
the right hon. Baronet seemed to share 
the delusion of the Member for North 
Birmingham that this Clause was aimed 
simply at multiplying denominational 
and voluntary schools. The Clause was 
not intended to have that effect, and it 
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would not have that effect. It was 
intended to give, and what it did give, 
was a liberty which did not now exist 
—a liberty of establishing a denomi- 
national school or a provided school in 
districts where, under the present system, 
they could not be erected. Whatever 
the requirements of the district might 
be, if voluntary schools were available 
no other kind of school was possible. 
If this Bill were not passed they could 
not have a provided school at all. So 
long as the voluntary schools could pro- 
vide accommodation they could not get 
a provided school. Even if there were 
a School Board it could do nothing, 
however much the population might 
prefer a board school, so long as there 
were a sufficient number of places in 
the existing schools. The system which 
imposed such arbitrary limitations was 
not good. There was a well-known 
case in which the school was Roman 
Catholic and adequate for the wants 
of the whole population, though the 
majority of that population was Pro- 
testant. It was not in the power of the 
Education Department or any one else 
to provide other school accommodation for 
the Protestant children of that district. 
In Preston at present the whole school 
accommodation was provided in volun- 
tary schools, and, except for this Clause, 
the new education authority under the 
Bill would have no power to provide a 
school, however much the people of 
Preston might desire it. 


Sir WALTER FOSTER : (Derbyshire, 
Ilkeston): All the powers of the School 
Boards are to be transferred. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: That made 
no difference where the whole ground 
was already covered. His hon. friend 
the Member for North Birmingham had 
got it into his head that this Clause 
was put into the Bill to please extreme 
Churchmen. He could assure his hon. 
friend that he held no brief for extreme 
Churchmen, who were perfectly well 
able to defend themselves, but he 
wished to destroy the absurd limitations 
to existing powers, and this Clause did 
that with fairness to the voluntary sys- 
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Both had their freedom of action in- 
creased by this Clause, and there was 
no reason why it should act more in 
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favour of one system than the other. | 
He hoped it would operate to provide | 
such a system of education as would | 
suit the general wishes of the parents. 
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Clause. The friction set up by the new 
Clause would cause in every locality a 
warfare between the clericals and the 
local authority, which in the end would be 
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*Mr. YOXALL (Nottingham, W.) | 
Thought the remarks of the right hon. | 
Gentleman were based ona misconception. | 
The right hon. Gentleman’s argument | 
was based upon future accommodation 
rather than the present. What the right | 
hon. Gentleman said was that where the 
ground was covered by a School Board or 
voluntary school, a school of another type | 
could not be set up. But the Committee 
must have regard to the future; to 
the growth of population and the new 
school places to be provided. While the 
plan of the right hon. Gentleman would 
relieve the present difficulty it would do 
so only by creating a greater difficulty 
for the future. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Not a greater 
difficulty than now. 


*Mr. YOXALL: Those who wished to 
establish a denominational school in an 
area already covered by board schools 
could do so already, because the right 
hon. Gentleman below the gangway had 
told the Committee this afternoon that 
no power rested with the Education Depart- 
ment under the Act ef 1870 to veto the 
erection of a denominational school in 
these areas, although all former presidents 
and vice-presidents, and all former legal 
authorities, held the contrary opinion. 
Thedisability was only inthe establishment 
of board schools. There was no demand 
to justify this Clause, which had been 
inserted at the bidding of a few clerical 
persons and a few lay persons more 
clerical than the cleries. If this Clause 
were passed the few difficulties now 
experienced would be reproduced all over 
the land in an aggravated form. 
regard to the adoption of the Scotch 
system he pointed out that the reason why 
the system acted so well in Scotland was 
because among the Protestants of Scotland 
the ditference of dogma was very slight. 
They differed as to Church government 
but not with regard to dogma. The 


Protestants of this country differed inter- | 
minably in a way quite different to what | 


was the case in Scotland. The Scotch 


system would if adopted greatly increase 
the difficulties, and for that reason he 
preferred to adhere to the Cowper-Temple 


Mr, ih. J. Balfour. 


With | 


new Clause. 


*Sir WILLIAM MATHER (Lancashire, 
Rossendale) asked the Prime Minister 
how he could reconcile a statement made 
in his speech at Manchester with the prin- 
ciple involved in this Clause and in Clause 
10. The statement made at Manchester 
was to the effect that the Bill would give a 
power to the people, never enjoyed before, 
should the circumstances of the district 
require it, to build out of public funds a 
school which should suit those whom the 
voluntary and denominational schools of 
the district did not suit. That was a 
very specific statement, and one which, if 
not contravened by Clause 10, would bea 
very satisfactory settlement of the dis- 
pute. But under Clause 9 it would be 
im}: ossible for the local education author- 
ity to proceed at once, in compliance 
with a demand to supply this educational 
want, if it had to adopt the tedious 
method provided. No doubt it was the 
intention of the Prime Minister to con- 
stitute an education authority based on 
public opinion ab-olutely responsible tor 
the secular education of the children. 
But under the Clause the local authority 
could not. build a school without consult- 
ing some other bodies, and eventually 
going to the Education Department. and 
if they could not do so without these 
restrictions, that was certainly not pro- 
gressive education. This could not be 
a national system of education. He 
advocated that the local authority should 
be given power without any limitation 
whatever as to new schools, leaving the 
existing denominational schools to be 
dealt with on their own merits. 


*Mr. PERKS (Lincolnshire, Louth) 
pointed out that, as far as the W esleyan 
Methodists were concerned, the proviso 
enabling them to erect small denomina- 
tional schools in the little towns and 
villages was directly opposed to the 
educational policy of that Church, 
although it was true that a sma!] section 
of the officials of that Church had been 
‘completely misleading the Education 
| Department as to the feeling of the great 
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body of the Methodist Church. The 
proviso might, if passed, unquestionably 
be used with rather startling effect against 
the voluntary schools established through- 
out the country under the control of 
the Anglican Church. In a village in 
Kent, near which he formerly lived, he 
had to tell the clergyman of the parish, 
the vicar of Bickley, that he might find 
it necessary to build a Wesleyan school 
because the clergyman had improperly 
treated a boy who attended that school, 
and aiso the Wesleyan Sunday school. 
But no sooner had he told the clergyman 
that he would build a school than 
the difficulties disappeared ; the boy was 
re-instated, and matters went on as 
before. Ina village in Lincolnshire the 
Conscience Clause had been abused. 
Opposite the national school there was 
a Vacant piece of land which was put up 
for auction. He bade for the ground, 
and it was conveyed to him. No sooner 
did the vicar of the parish hear that he 
had bought the land for the pur- 
pose of building a competing Free 
Church school than there was a complete 
change in that school as to the operation 
of the Conscience Clause It was clear, 
therefore, that the existence of this 
proviso would to some extent help 
the Free Churches, who could threaten 
to put up competitive schools, and 
so bring to book the Anglican clergy, 
und people of that class, who had brought 
great discredit on the cause of education. 
In the village of Dorchester, in Oxford- 
shire, there was only one school, with 
about seventy Dissenting children. 
These children were made to bow down 
to the crucifix which was erected in the 
school, and they were marched 
to Mass. There were two methods 
of dealing with that state of things. 
If the Government retained this pro- 
vision in the Bill the method by which 
the Free Churches could bring that 
clergyman to book was by erecting a 
Free Church school, running it for 
twelve months, gathering into it more 
than thirty children, and saying to the De- 
partment, ‘* You must now recognise us 
as a Nonconformi-t school under the 


Bill.”’ 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The Education 
Department would do it. 
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*Mr. PERKS said it would be far better 
for the community not to have a sectarian 
wrangle between different sects in the 
village. It would be preierable for the 
local education authority, who had _al- 
ready the control of secular education, 
to set up that competitive school rather 
than that there should be a_ public 
inquiry, involving serious sectarian strife, 
to decide whether the school should be 
Wesleyan, Roman Catholic, or Anglican. 
One of the largest denominations in the 
country—the Wesleyan Methodists—did 
not desire thisClause. The overwhelming 
majority of that body wished the new 
schools to be provided, not under the 
control of a sectarian authority, but 
under the control of the local public 
authority. 


Mr. M‘KENNA asked what would 
be the effect if this Amendment were ac- 
accepted ! Would it be that the local edu- 
cation authority would alone beable to pro- 
vide the school? He thought the effect of 
theAmendment, if accepted. would he that 
the local education authority would have 
the decision as to whether it, or some 
other persons, should provide the school. 
The only issue was as to who should 
decide by whom the new school was to 
be established. That was a very simple 
issue, and, if really understood, he 
believed the Committee would come 
to the conclusion that the Amendment 
ought to be accepted. Why should the 
local authority rather than the Board 
of Education decide ? Because the local 
authority represented the locality and 
the parents, and was a better judge of 
the needs of the locality than the Board 
of Education could be. The Board of 
Education had to decide the matter 
according to the three conditions in 
Clause 10, and these conditions had been 
shown to favour the “ other persons ” as 
against the local authority. But that was 
not the worst point. It the Board of 
Education decided in favour of the *‘ other 
persons” there was absolutely no pro- 
vision in the Bill to compel them to 
carry out the decision of the Board, 
although it was proposed by an Amend- 
ment to Clause 11 to render it obligatory 
on the local authority to provide a school 
if ordered by the Board. The con- 
sequence of the want of such a power 
with regard to the “other persons ”’ 
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would be months, perhaps years, of delay, 
and meanwhile the school provision in 
the district would be insufficient and in- 
efficient. The sufficiency of the supply 


was not to be determined by the Board | 


of Education, consequently small schools 
would be multiplied. Under these cir- 
cumstances it was surely far better to 
leave the local authority, if it was to be 
an authority at all, to decide questions 
of this sort. In the interest of 


that the Amendment should be accepted. 


Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax) said that 
this Amendment was practically the 
Clause; on its acceptance or otherwise 
depended the whole meaning of the 
Clause. When introducing the Bill, 
the First Lord of the Treasury laid great 
stress on Clauses 9 and 10, as remedying 
the Nonconformist grievance in the 
villages ; it was therefore necessary that 
the right hon. Gentleman should under- 
stand why the Nonconformists did not 


like the Clause under consideration. In | 


the tirst place, they preferred good 
education to sectarian division. They 
would rather have their children 


educated in a Church school, with all 
its Church atmosphere, than in a less 
efficient sectarian school, such as might 
be provided under this Clause. A village 
with just over sixty children might be 
equally divided between Church and 
Nonconformity, and it would be possible 
to have there two schools with only one 
teacher in each. Personally he would 
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rather his child ran the risk of the 
Church atmosphere in one school with 
two teachers, because it would be a more 
efficient school, than have such an un- 
fortunate division in the village. As 
far as the grievance of the Nonconfor- 
mists was concerned, this Clause, as a 
remedy for that grievance, might be 
eliminated from consideration altogether. 
As to the provision of Church schools in 
a district in which there were only 
publicly provided schools, what did the 
Clause amount to? In such a case there 
were No vested interests, and there was 
no question of great sacrifices having 
been made by Churchmen in the past. 
It simply put it into the power of a 
denomination, by merely building the 
shell of a new school, not necessarily 
required, to plant the entire cost of 
maintenance on the ratepayers. That 
was not good either for the Church or 
for education. He supported the 
Amendment, not from the point of view 
of the Church or of Nonconformity, 
but because he desired to have thoroughly 
good education in the villages. The 
Clause, as it stood, distinctly tempted 
any fraction of the community, whether 
Anglican or Nonconformist, to spoil the 
education of a district in the interest of 
their particular sect, and for that reason 
he should vote for the Amendment. 

(6.43.) Question put. 

The Committee divided: Ayes, 225; 
| Noes, 111. (Division List No. 457). 


AYES. 








Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Aird, Sir John 
Allhusen. AugustusHenry Eden 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bailey. James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balearres, Lord 
Baldwin, Alfred 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Maneh’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W. (Leeds 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bartley. George C. T. 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
shownagyree, Sir M. M. 
dignold, Arthur 
bigwood, James 
Bull, Charles 


Mr. M‘Kenna. 


Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boseawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Boulnois. Edmund 

Bousfield, William Robert 
3owles, Capt. H. F.( Middlesex 
Bowles,T. Gibson (King’s Lynn 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 


| Brown, AlexanderH.(Shropsh. 


Brymer, William Ernest 
Bull, William James 


| Burdett-Coutts, W. 


Butcher, John George 
Campbell, Rt. HnJ. A.(Glasgow 
Carew, Jamex Laurence 


Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. | 


Carvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 


| Cavendish, V.C.W (Derbyshire | 


Cayzer, Sir Charles William 


| Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
| Cecil, Lord Hugh (Green wich 


Chamberlain, Rt. Hon. J.(Birm 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 


| Clare, Octavius Leigh 


Clive, Captain Perey A. 


| Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 


Cohen, Benjamin Louis 


| Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 


Colomb, SirJ ohn Charles Ready 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 

Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cripps. Charles Alfred 


| Cross, Alexander (Glasgov’) 
| Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 


Crossley, Sir Savile 

Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Davenport, William Bromley- 
Davies, SirHoratioD. (Chatham 
Denny, Colonel 


| Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
| Dixon-Hartland,SirFred Dixon 


Dorington, Rt.Hon.Sir John E. 
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Douglas, Rt. Hon. A 
Duke, Henry edward 
Durning-Lawrence, 


Elliot, Hon. A 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fellowes, 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJ.(Mane’r 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald, Sir Robert Penrose- 


Fitzroy,Hon. Edward Algernon | 


Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Kt, Hon. Sir Henry 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Gartit, William 

G odson, Sir Augustus Frederick 
Gordon, Maj Evans-(TrH’mP’ts 
Core, HnG R.C.Ormshby- -(Salop 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Gose hen, Hon. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alired 
Graham, Henry Robert 

Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Grenfell, William He nry 

G eville, Hon. Ronald 
Guthrie. Walter Murray 
Hain, Edward 

Hall, E dw ~ Marchall 

H: alsey, I Hon. Thomas F. 
Hambro, C harles Erie 
Hamilton. Rt HnLordG(Middx 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert Wm. 
Hardy, Laurence( Kent, Ashfrd 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, Frederick Le sverton 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Sir Alexander 
Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset, E 
Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope,J. F. (Shettield, Brightside 
Horner, Frederick William 
Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard, J. (Midd., Tottenham 
Hozier, Hon. James He nryCecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 


Allan, Sir William (Gateshead) 
Allen, CharlesP. (Glouc. Stroud 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Rt Hon. Herbert Henry 
Atherley-Jones, 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Bell, Richard 
Broadhurst, Henry 

Brunner, Sir Joha Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caine, William Sproston 

Cak lwell, James 
Cameron, Robert 


Hon. Ailwyn Edward | 
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| Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
| Johnstone, 
Sir Edwin | 
Dyke,Rt. Hon. Sir William Hart | 
- Ralph Douglas | 


Heywood 

Kemp, George 

Kenyon, Hon.Geo.T. (Denbigh) 
Keswick, William 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Lecky, Rt. Hn. William Edw. H. 
Lee, ArthurH (Hants. ,Fareham 
Lees, Sir Elliot (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh- Bennett, Henry Currie 


| Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 


Long,Uol.CharlesW.(Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter (Bristol,S. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 

Loyd, Archie Kizkman 
Lucas, Reginald J.(Portsmouth 
Maedona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Iver,SirLewis( Edinburgh W 
Malcolm, Ian 

Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Maxwell, RtHnSir H. E( Wigt'n 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
More, Robt. Jasper (Shropshire 
Morgan, David J(Walthamst’ w 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Muntz, Sir Philip A. 

Murray, RtHoA.Graham(Bute 
Murray Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

Nolan, Col. JohnP.(Galway N.) 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Peel, HonWm Robert Wellesley 
Pemberton, John S. G. 

Percy, Earl 

P ierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 


NOES. 


Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Cremer, William Randal 
Daiziel, James Henry 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 
Evans,SirFrancisH(Maidst’ne 
Fenwick, Charles 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co. 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Furness, Sir Christopher 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
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Rankin, Sir James 
Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
tidley, Hon M. W. (Stalybridge 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheftield) 
tobertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Robinson, Brooke 
Rothschild,Hon. Lionel Walter 
toyds, Clement Molyneux 
futherford, John 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln 
Seton-Karr, Henry 
Sharpe, Wiiliam Edward T. 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinelair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, James Parker (Lanarks 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spencer, Sir E.(W. Bromwich 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stewart,Sir Mark J. M‘Tagyart 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Strutt, Hon. C ‘hs ules Hedley 
Sturt. Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, RtHonJ.G.(Oxf'd Univ. 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M, 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vineent,Col.SirC. EH (Shettield 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Walrond, RtHonSir WilliamH. 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Webb, Col. William George 
Welby,Lt.-Col. A.C. E(Taunton 
Welby.Sic CharlesG. E.{ Notts. 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R.) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H.( Yorks.) 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
W ortley, Rt. Hon.C. B. Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
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TELLERS FOR THE AYES. 
Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hood and Mr. Anstruther. 


Grey, Rt. Hon. Sir E. (Berwick 
Gritteb, Ellis J. 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harwvod, George 

Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Szale- 
Hay ter, Rt. Hon.Sir Arthur D. 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jones, ‘Dav id Brynmor(Swansea 


Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kinloch Sird ohnGeorgeSmyth 


Labouchere, Henry 
Lambert, George 
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Leese,SirJoseph F. (Accrington | Partington, Oswald 
Leng, Sir John | Pearson, Sir Weetman D. 
Perks, Robert William 
Philipps, John Wyntord 
| Pickard, Benjamin 

Price, Robert John 


Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-Georg», David 
Lough, Thomas 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 


| 
! 
| 
| Rea, Russell 


Mather, Sir William 
Mellor, Rt. Hon. John William 
Middlemo:e,JohnThrogmorton 


Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 


Moulton, John Fletcher 
Newnes, Sir eorge 
Norman, Henry 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 


| 


(6,53.) Dr. MACNAMARA said _ the 
Amendment he desired to move was to in- 
sert afterthe word “school,” in line 37,the 
words “ or to enlarge any existing public 
elementary school.” He admitted that 
these words would cover the enlargement 
of a voluntary school or of a provided 
school, but what he was anxious. to 
secure was that, if the denominationalists 
desired to enlarge a public elementary 
school, as no doubt they would do under 
this scheme, they should go through the 
whole process of appeal, examination, 
and investigation, the same as any other 
body. The new scheme of this Bill 
would set up a new basis for providing 
school places. While there might be a 
deficiency of places of a certain kind, 
there might be a large excess of places in 
other schools, but the question which 
would determine the point would be 
whether there was a need of places of a 
particular kind. 


Amendment proposed— 

“In pave 3, line 37, after ‘school,’ insert 
‘or to enlarge any existing public elementary 
school.’ °—(Dr. Macnamara.) 


(Juestion proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted.”’ 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY: 1 under- 
stand that the point is that, without 
building a new school, in the popular 
sense, there might be such a considerable 
enlargement in existing schools as to 
put a burden upon the rates for main- 
tenance. That isa matter which must 
be dealt with in some form, and what I 


Roberts, John H. (Denbighs) 
| Rob-on, William Snowdon 
Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe | Sandys, Lieut.-Col. Tho-. Myles 
Schwann, Charles E. 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw. Charles Edw. (Statford) 
Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) | Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
| Shipman, Dr. John G 
Morley, Rt. Hn. John( Montrose | Sinclair, John (Forfrshire) 
| Sloan, Thomas Heary 

Soames. Arthur Wellesley 
| Soares, Emest J. | 
| Spencer, RtHonC. R (Northants | 

Strachey, Sir Edward 
Palmer,Sir CharlesM.(Durham | Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E.) | 
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Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E 
Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr 
Thomas, F. Freeman-( Hastings 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W. R. 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Waiton,John Law son(Leeds,s, 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene 

Weir, James Galloway 

White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halitax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wilson, Henry J. (York. W.R.) 
Woodhouse, sirJ.T(Huddersf d 
| Yoxall, James Henry 


| 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES, 
Mr. Herbert Gladstoneand 
Mr. William M‘Arthur 


would suggest is, that it might be better 
to introduce at the end of the Clause 
some words to provide that, in case of 
enlargement, the Board of Education 
should determine whether, for the 
purposes of this section, the enlargement 
is such that it ought to be treated asa new 
school. The hon. Gentleman is perfectly 
right when he says that the present Bill 
produces a new condition of things with 
regard to enlargements, and he contends 
that the operation of the Clause in regard 
to the provision of new schools might be 
evaded by enlarging existing schools. | 
would suggest that it would be better to 
say that the case of the enlargement ofa 
school should be dealt with by the Beard 
of Education, and if they are of opinion 
that the enlargement is such that it should 
be treated asa new school, then they could 
take that course. I think that would 
meet the hon. Gentleman's contention. 
In that case I hope the hon. Member 
will withdraw his Amendment. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire. Forest of Dean) pointed out that 
there was ample power now to enlarge 
schools, and therefore putting in these 
words would simply limit theenlargement 
of the schools by the provisions of this 
Clause. He certainly could not support 
his hon. friend’s Amendment. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower 
Hamlets, Poplar) said it seemed to him 
that this was just one of the cases in 
which the local authority ought to have 
power to enlarge its schools without 
going to all this trouble. The Attorney 
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General had made a suggestion on this 
point, but the First Lord of the Treasury 
now appeared to withdraw that sugges- 
tion. This appeared to him to be a fast 
and loose way of doing things. 
TERIAL cries of “* Oh, oh,” and “ No, no.”’] 
This Bill was so drawn that a very great 
deal of the time which they had had to 
spend discussing it had been due to the 
extraordinary way in which the Bill was 
drafted. and the want of information 
which those interested in the measure 
displayed in regard to all questions con- 
nected with elementary education. 


Dr. MACNAMARA said that what he 
wanted to prevent was the unnecessary 
enlargement of voluntary schools, and he 
understvod that the Attorney General 
agreed that something would have to be 
done in this respect. 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY: No, I made 
that suggestion as one likely to meet the 
views of the hon. Member. 


Dr. MACNAMARA said he gathered 
from the remarks of the Attorney General 
that something would have to be done. 
He did not want the local education 
authority to have any veto of an un- 
reasonable character put upon it, but he 
did want to prevent the unnecessary 
multiplication by enlargements of de- 
nominational schools, He appealed to 
the Attorney General to do something in 
this matter, and in the meantime he 
asked leave to withdraw his Amendment. 


Mr. M'KENNA said they were all 
agreed that there ought to be power to 
restrain the unnecessary enlargement of 
voluntary schools. As the Clause stood 
at present they could increase them to 
any size they liked, and in this way 
they might attract from the provided 
schools the children who would otherwise 
have continued to attend those schools. 
On the Opposition side of the House, 


[ MINIs- 
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they thought the provisions should apply 
to the non-provided schools also. [fe 
understood the Attorney-General to say 
that if his hon iriend proposed an 
Amendment dealing with the  non- 
provided schools the Government would 
be disposed to accept it. If that was 
not understood he would much prefer to 
go to a division on this Amendment. 
Before the Amendment was withdrawn 
he desired to know if the Government 
would accept an Amendment at the end 
of the Clause which would allow of an 
increase of a building amounting 
practically to the provision of a new 
school. 


Str ROBERT FINLAY said he had 
made a suggestion with a view to 
shortening debate which had heen made 
an excuse for prolonging it 


Mr. M‘KENNA said that answer 
would not be likely to shorten debate. 
He asked the hon. Member for North 
Camberwell if he would at the end of 
the Clause move an Amendment to allow 
of discussion. [*‘* No, no.”| 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


(7.3.) Mr. A. J. BALFOUR rose in his 
place, and claimed to move, “ That the 
Question ‘That the words of the Clause 
from the word “ propose,” in page 3, line 
37, to the word “school,” in line 40, both 
inclusive, stand part of the Clause’ be 
now put.” 


Question put, “That the Question 
‘ That the words of the Clause from the 


word “* propose "in page 3, line 37, to 
the word ‘‘school,” in line 40, both 


inclusive, stand part of the Clause’ be 
now put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 222: 
Noes 107. (Division List No. 458.) 


AYES. 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Ag mew, Sir Andrew Noel 


Afihusen,AugustusHnryEden | Baldwin, Alfred 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh 0. 
Atkinson, Kt. Hon. John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 


Bartley, 


Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balearres, Lord 


Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 
Bigwood, James 


| Balfour, Rt. Hn. A. J.(Manch’r | Bill, Charles 
Balfour, Capt. C. 
| Balfour,RtHn Gerald W (Leeds) | Bond, Edward 
| Banbury ‘ Frederic k George 
George C. 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin | Bowles, Capt. H. F.(Middlesex ) 


b. (Hornsey) Blundell, Colonel Henry 


Boscawen, Arthur Grittith- 
Boustield, William Robert 
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Bowles,T.Gibson( King’s Lynn) 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Brown, AlexanderH. (Shropsh. 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Bull, William James 
Surdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, John George 

Carew, James Laurence 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, R. F.(N. Lanes. ) 
Cavendish, V.C. W. (Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
C- cil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J.(Birm. 
‘hapman, Edward 
‘harrington, Spencer 

‘lare, Octavius Leigh 

‘live, Captain Perey A. 
‘ochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
‘ohen, Benjamin Louis 
‘ollings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
‘olomb,SirJohnCharlesReady 
‘ompton, Lord Alwyne 

ook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
‘ox. rwin Edward Bainbridge 
‘ranborne, Viscount 

‘ripps, Charles Alfred 

ross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
‘ross, Herl. Shepherd (Bolton) 
‘rossley, Sir Savile 

‘ubitt, Hon. Henry 
Davenport, William Bromley- 
Davies,SirHoratio (Chatham 
Denny, Colonel 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dixon-Hartland,SirFred Dixon 
Dorington, Rt. Hn. Sir John E. 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning- Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. Hn. Sir William Hart 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, RtHn.SirJ.(Mane’r) 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald, Sir Robert Penrose- 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Gartit, William 

Godson, SirAugustusFrederick 
Gordon, Maj Evans-(T’1 H ml’ts 
Gore, HnGR.C. Ormsby-(Salop 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hon. GeorgeJoachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 


ee ee, eee 


Allan, Sir William (Gateshead 
Allen,ChariesP.(Gloue. Stroud 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Rt. Hn. Herbert Henry 
Atherley-Jones, L. 
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Grenfell, William Henry 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
| Hain, Edward 
Hall, Edward Marshall 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Rt HnLordG(Midd’x 
Hanbury Rt. Hon. Robert Wm. 
Hardy, Laurence(Kent, Ashf’rd 
Hare, Thomes Leigh 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Hay, Hon. Clande George 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 
Henderson, Sir Alexander 
Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset, E. 
Hogg, Lindsay 
Hope.J. F.(Shettield, Brightside 
Horner, Frederick William 
Howard, J.(Midd., Tottenham 
Hozier, Hon James HenryCecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Johnstone, Heywood 
Kearley, Hudson, E. 
Kenyon, Hon. Geo. T. (Denbigh 
Keswick, William 
King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wim. 
Lecky, Rt. Hn. William Edw. H. 
Lee, Arthur H.( Hants, Fareham 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legve, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, ReginaldJ. (Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W 
M‘ Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M’Iver.Sir Lewis( Edinburgh W 
Maleolm, lan 
Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Maxwell, RtHnSir H E( Wigt'n 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Middlemore,JohnThrogmort’n 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire 
Morgan, David J(Walth’mstow 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Arebibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C 
Muntz, Sir Philip A. 
Murray,RtHnA.Graham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Nickolson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Nolan,Col.JohnP. (Galway,N.) 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 


NOES. 


| Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 

| Bell, Richard 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 











Bill, 


Parker, Sir Gilbert 
Peel, Hn Wm Robert Wellesley 
Pemberton, John 8S. G. 
Percy, Earl 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest Georye 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 
Pym, C. Guy 
Randles, John 8. 
tankin, Sir James 
Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
temnant, James Far yuharson 
Ridley,Hn. M. W. (Stalybridge 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
toberts, Samuel (Shettield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Robinson, Brooke 
Rothschild, Hon. Lionel Walter 
toyds, Clement Molynenx 
Lutherford, Jolin 
Samuel, Harry 8. (Limehouse) 
Seely,Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 
Seton- Karr, Henry 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith,James Parker(Lanarks, 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spencer, Sir E. (W. Bromwich 
Stanley, EdwardJas. (Somerset 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stewart,SirMark J.M¢Tageart 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot,Rt. Hn..J.G(Oxf dU niv 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Walrond, Rt.Hn. SirW illiam H 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warde, Col. C. E. 
Webb, Colonel William George 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C. E( Taunt n 
Welby, Sir Charles G. E.( Notts 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Wilson, A.Stanley( York, E.R.) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H.( Yorks. ) 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C.B. Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
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TELLERS FOR THE AYES.— 
Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hoodand Mr. Anstruther. 


Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Burns, John 

surt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 
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Cameron, Robert 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Cremer, William Randal 
Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies,M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 
Evans,SirFrancisH. (Maidst’ne 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fenwick, Charles 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Furness, Sir Christopher 
(soddard, Daniel Ford 

Grey, Rt. Hon. Sir E. (Berwick) 
Griflith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harwood, George 

Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hayter,Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C, 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jones, David Brynmor(Swansea 


Education 


(7.16.) Question put accordingly. 


Augg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Aunew, Sir Andrew Noel 
\lThusen Augustus Henry Eden 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arehdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Buin, Colonel James Robert 
Balearres, ford 

Baldwin, 4 i‘red 

Balfour, Rt. oon. A. J.(Manch’r) 
Balfour, Capt. C. B, (Hornsey) 
Balfour, RtHn.Gerald W.(Leeds 
sanbury, Frederick George 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bienold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Biundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Bousfield, William Robert 
Bowles, Capt. H. F. (Middlesex 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brooktield, Colonel Montagu 
Brown, Alexander H.(Shropsh. 
Brymer, William Ernest 

Bull, William James 
Durdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, John George 

Carew, James Laurence 


Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. | Fellowes,Hon. Ailwyn Edward | 
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Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kinloch,SirJ ohnGeorge Smyth 
Labouchere, Henry 

Lambert, George 
Leese, SirJosephF. (Accrington 
Leng, Sir John 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

Maenamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 
Manstield, Horace Rendall 
Mather, Sir William 
Morgan,J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Morley, Rt. Hn. John( Montrose 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
Newnes, Sir George 

Norman, Henry 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Palmer, SirCharlesM. (Durham 
Partington, Oswald 

Pearson, Sir Weetman D. 
Perks, Robert William 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Pickard, Benjamin 

Price, Robert John 

Priestley, Arthur 

tea, Russell 

Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 


Noes, 107. 
AYES. 


Cavendish, R. F, (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C.W.( Derbyshire 
Ceeil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J.(Birm. 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 

Clive, Captain Perey A. 


Cochrane.Hon. Thos. H. A. E. | 


Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb,SirJ ohnCharles Ready 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
| Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Crossley, Sir Savile 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
| Davenport, William Bromley- 
| Davies,Sir Horatio D(Chatham 
Denny, Colonel 
| Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dixon- Hartland SirFred Dixon 
Dorington, Rt. Hon. Sir John E. 
| Douglas, Rt.. Hon. A. Akers- 
| Duke, Henry Edward 
| Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
| Dyke, Rt. Hn. SirWilliam Hart 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
| Fardell, Sir T. George 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 
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Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Schwann, Charles E. 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Statford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 

| Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 

| Spencer, RtHn.C. R( Northants 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E. ) 
Thomas,Sir A. (Glamorgan, E.) 
Thomas, David Alfred (Merthyr 
Thomas,F. Freeman- (Hastings 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W. R.) 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Walton, John Lawson( Leeds,S. 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene 
Weir, James Galloway 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wilson, HenryJ.( York, W.R.) 
Woodhouse,SirJ.T(Huddersf'd 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES- 
Mr. Herbert Gladstoneand 
Mr. William M‘Arthur. 


999. 


(Division List No. 459.) 


| Fergusson, Rt.Hn.SirJ.( Mane’r 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Haye~ 

Fison, Frederick William 

| FitzGerald,Sir Robert Penrose- 
Fitzroy, Hn. Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Gartit, William 

Godson, SirAugustus Frederick 
Gordon, Maj Evans(T’rH ‘mlets 
Gore, HnG. R.C.Ormsby-(Salop 
| Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 

| Hain, Edward 

Hall, Edward Marshall 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, RtHnLordG( Middx 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert Win. 
Hardy,Laurence( Kent, Ashfrd 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 
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Henderson, Sir Alexander 
Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset, E. 
Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope, J. F.(Sheffield, Brightside 
Howard. J. (Midd., Tottenham 
Hozier, Hon. JamesHenry Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
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Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 


| Muntz, Sir Philip A. 


Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse | 


Johnstone, Heywood 

Kemp, George 

Kenyon, Hon Geo. T.(Denbigh) 
Keswick, William 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Leecky. Rr. Hn. William Edw.H. 
Lee, ArthurH(Hants., Fareham 
' ees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long.Col. Charles W (Evesham 
Long. RtHn. Walter (Bristol, S. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lueas, Reginald J.(Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘IverSirLewis(Kdinburgh W 
Maleolm. Ian 

Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Maxwell. Rt HnSirH, E( Wigt’n 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
More. Robt. Jasper (Shropshire) 
Morgan, DavidJ(Walth’mstow 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 


Murray, RtHnA.Graham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray,Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Nolan,Col. JohnP.(Galway,N.) 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Parker, Sir Gilbert 

Peel, Hn Wim. Robert Wellesley 
Pemberton, John S. G. 

Perey, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lr.-Col. Edward 
Parvis, Robert 

Pym, C, Guy 

Randles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Remnant, James Farquharson 


Ridley, Hn. M. W. (Stalybridge) 


| Ritchie, Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson 


Allan, SirWilliam (Gateshead) | 
Allen,CharlesP.(Gloue. Stroud | 


Ashton, Thomas Gair 


Asquith,Rt Hn. Herbert Henry | 
| Grey,Rt. Hon. Sir E.(Berwick) | 


Atherley-Jones, L. 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Bell, Riehard 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
‘aldwell, James 

‘ameron, Robert 
‘ampbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
‘auston, Richard Knight 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Cremer, William Randal 
Dalziel, James Henry. 

Davies Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 

Evans, SirFrancisH (Maidstone 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fenwick, Charles 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 


| M‘Crae, George 


Roberts, Samuel (Sheftield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Robinson, Brooke 

Rothschild, Hon. Lionel Walter 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John 

Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 
Seton-Karr, Henry 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart,M. H.(Renfrew) 


NOES. 


Fuller, J. M. F. 

Furness, Sir Christopher 
Gladstone, RtHn. HerbertJohn 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 


Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harwood, George 

Hayne,Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hayter, Rt. Hon.Sir Arthur D. 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jones, David Brynmor(Swansea 
Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kinloch,SirJohnGeorgeSmyth 
Labouchere, Henry 

Lambert, George 

Leng, Sir John 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. | 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) | 


M‘Kenna, Reginald 
M‘Laren,Sir Charles Benjamin 
Manstield, Horace Rendall 
Mather, Sir William 
Morgan,J.Lloyd (Carmarthen) 





Bill. 


Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith,JamesParker(Lanarks ) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spencer, Sir E. (W. Bromwich) 
StanleyEdwardJas. (Somerse: ) 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stewart,SirMark J. M‘Tagear: 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, RtHn.J.G.(Oxf'd Univ. 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walker, Colonel William Hall 
Walrond, Rt.Hn.Sir William H. 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Webb, Colonel William George 
Welby, Lt-Col A.C. E.(Taunton 
Welby,SirCharlesG. E.(Notts. } 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Wilson, A.Stanley (York, E.R. 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H.(Yorks. ) 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B. Stuart 
Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


1468 


TELLERS FOR. THE AYEs. 
Sir Alexander Acland 
Hood and Mr. Anstruthe1 


Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 


| Morley, Rt. Hn. Jolin( Montrose 


Moulton, John Fletcher 
Newnes, Sir George 
Norman, Henry 


| Norton, Capt. Cecil William 


Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Palmer,SirCharles M.(Durham 
Partington, Oswald 

Pearson, Sir Weetman D. 
Perks, Robert William 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Pickard, Benjamin 

Price, Robert John 

Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Russell 

toberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.} 
Schwann, Charles E. 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 


| Soares, Ernest J. 


Spencer, Rt. Hn.C. R( Northants 
Strachey, Sir Edward 

Thomas, A bel (Carmarthen, F.) 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E. 
Thomas, David Alfred(Merthyr 
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Thomas, F. Freeman-(Hastings | 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W. R.) | 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 


Education 


Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason Eugene 

Committee report Progress; to sit 
again this evening. 


EVENING SITTING. 
EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
ILL. 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


(Mr. J. W. LowrHer (Cumberland, 
Penrith) in the Chair. | 


Clause 9 :-- 


(9.0.) Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS 
moved to leave out from the Clause the 
words, “any ten ratepayers in the area for 
which it is proposed to provide the school.” 
These words, he said, gave the right of 
appeal to any ten ratepayers to go to the 
Board of Edueation against the erection 
of a school within the area in which 
they were interested. The point was 
one which did not require much argu- 
ment on one side or the other. As long 
asthe power rested with the local authori- 
ties he did not see why a few ratepayers 
should be allowed to intervene. He 
could not conceive how any useful 
purpose could be served by such a 
provision. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 3, line 40, to leave out the words 


‘and any ten ratepayers in the area for which 


it is proposed to provide the school.’ ””—( Mr. | 


Herbhe rt Rokk rts. ) 


Question proposed, “ That the word 
‘and’ stand part of the Clause.” 
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Weir, James Galloway 
White, George (Norfolk) 

t | White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Walton,John Lawson(Leeds,S. | Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wilson, HenryJ.(York. W. BR.) | 


| 87; Noes, 70. 


Bill. 1470 


| Woodhouse,Sir JT(Huddersf'd 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir Joseph Leese and 
Mr. Lough. 


THe SECRETARY or tHe BOARD 
OF EDUCATION (Sir Wittiam Ansov, 
Oxford University)said the proposal of the 
Government was that the right of appeal 
in the case of a new school should not be 
limited to the local authority which had 
in view the general educational interests 
of the area. While the local education 
authorities took a comprehensive view o! 
the general educational requirements of 
their area, there were others who were 
interested. Tle managers of the existing 
school might object to the rivalry of the 
new school. There was another body of 
persons interested. and these were the 
ratepayers of the district in which it was 
proposed that a school should be 
established. Surely the ratepayers might 
be supposed to have a special knowledge 
of their district, and it was only fair that 
those interested in the locality should 
have an opportunity of making their 
voices heard. 


Mr. BOUSFIELD (Hackney, N.) said 
that, seeing there were no other speakers 
on the Opposition side, he concluded that 
Members on that side were prepared to 
accept Sir William Anson’s statement. 
Under those cireumstances he would not 
trouble the Committee with any further 
observations. 


(9.8.) Question put. 


" (9.10.) The Committee divided :—Ayes, 
(Division List No. 460.) 


AYES. 


Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r | 
Bigwood, James 

Bond, Edward 

Bousfield, William Robert 


Bull, William James 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Chapman, Edward 
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Charrington, Spencer 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 
| Clive, Captain Perey A. 

Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
| Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Colom), Sir John Chas. Ready 
| Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
| Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
| Cranborne, Viscount 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu | Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 

| Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 

| Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
| Davies,SirHoratioD(Chatham 


3G 


| Denny, Colonel 

| Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEdward 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
FitzGerald,Sir Robert Penrose 
Flower, Ernest 

| Forster, Henry William 
Gardner, Ernest 
Godson,SirAugustusFrederick 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
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Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert Wm. 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 


Education 


{COMMONS} 


Morrell, George Herbert 
Muntz, Sir Philip A. 





Hermon- Hodge, Sir Robert T. | Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Hope,J.F.(Shettield, Brightside | Percy, Earl 


Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Johnstone, Heywood 
Keswick, William 

Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 


| Pierpoint, Robert 

| Plummer, Walter R. 

| Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Purvis, Robert 


Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine | Pym, C. Guy 
Long,Col. CharlesW (Evesham | Randles, John S. 


Loyd, Archie Kirkman 


| Rasch, Major Frederie Carne 


Luceas,Col. Francis (Lowestoft) | Round, Rt. Hon. James 
| Rutherford, John 
| Sharpe, William Edward T. 


M‘Iver,SirLewis(EdinburghW 
Manners, Lord Cecil 

Maxwell, WJ H( Dumfriesshire 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) 


Allan, Sir William (Gateshead) 
Allen,CharlesP(Glouce.,Stioud 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Bell, Richard 

Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 

surt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 
Cameron, Robert 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Cremer, William Randal 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M. Vaughan- (Cardigan 
Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 

Evans, SirFrancisH.(M’dstone 
Fenwick, Charles 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Furness, Sir Christopher 
Gladstone, RtHn. HerbertJohn 
4;soddard, Daniel Ford 





| Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 


Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) , 


NOES. 


Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Lambert, George 

Langley, Batty 

Leese, SirJosephF. (Accrington 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George David 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
Newnes, Sir George 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Perks, Robert William 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Price, Robert John 


Murray,RtHnA.Graham(Bute 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
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Stewart,Sir MarkJ.M‘Taggart 
| Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Valentia, Viscount 
Walrond, RtHn.Sir William H. 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Webb,Colonel William George 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (Yorks. ) 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hood and Mr. Anstruther. 


tea, Russell 

Roberts, John Bryn ( Eifion) 
Runciman, Walter 
Sehwann, Charles E. 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinelair, John (Fortarshire) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 
Spencer, Rt HnC. R.( Northants 
| Stevenson, Francis S. 
| Thomas,Sir A.(Glamorgan,E. ) 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
Yoxall, James Henry 





TELLERS FOR THE NoEs.— 
Mr. Herbert Roberts and 
Mr. Dalziel 
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(9.20.) Mr. M‘KENNA moved an 
Amendment to omit the words “‘ any ten 


ratepayers,” and insert ‘‘a majority of the | 


ratepayers.” 
ratepayers the right of appeal to the 
Board of Education against the decision 
of the local education authority to provide 
a new school was not merely to promote, 
but to invite, sectarian conflict. Societies 
would be formed for the express purpose 
of urging ratepayers to combine in 
order to harass the local education 
authority in its work of providing 
undenominational schools. Nothing was 
so easy as for members of a denomination 
to get ten of their own faith in their own 
district to appeal against the local 


authority to the Board of Education and 
so hang upthe whole progress of building 
new schools for a period of not less than 
three months. 


Was it reasonable that 


He said that to give to ten | 


{ 
| 


| 








any ten ratepayers should have that 
power ? Did not the managers of existing 
schools afford sufficient protection for 
denominational interests? The number 
certainly ought to be larger than ten. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page 4, line 1, to leave out the words 
‘any ten,’ and insert the words ‘a majority of 
the.’ ”—(Mr. M‘Kenna.) 


Question proposed, ‘That the words 
‘any ten’ stand part of the Clause.” 


Sik ROBERT FINLAY said that hon. 
Gentlemen who protested against this 
right of appeal being given to ten rate- 
payers had evidently forgotten that an 
analogous power was given to ten rate- 
payers under the Act of 1870—a measure 
which seemed to be the object of the 
adoration of hon. Gentlemen opposite. 





dec 


hir 


alle 
for 
for 
pal 


sch 


i 








1473 Education {3 NOVEMBER 1902} Bill. 1474 


He could scarcely imagine that the | interests of denominations, and obviously 
Amendment asking that the appeal |if that were so, every check against 
should only be allowed to a majority of | multiplication ought to be welcomed by 
the ratepayers had been moved seriously. those who objected to the proposal of the 
The question involved was whether the | Government. Seeing that any two persons 
ratepayers should have any voice in eg in a charity could set the 
matter which so vitally concerned them | Charity Commission to work to produce 
as the provision of a new school. Some|® scheme for securing an educational 
arrangement must be made for that voice | rearrangement in their area, it was not 
being heard ; but if the Amendment were | name na Fa to = that ten 
adopted it would be impossible that it | persons should in this matter have a power 
cane be heard, owing pg difficulty of | of appeal to the Board of Education. In 
ascertaining the views of the majority.| P®ssing, he might say he did not know 
He asked the House to reject the Amend.- | where the denominations were going to 
acl | find funds for the erection of schools up 
and down the country. It might be 
iia ali , ; | suggested that a claim for a particular 
Mr. FLETCHER MOULTON (Corn-} school had been worked up by one or two 
wail, Launceston) thought the Attorney | interested clergymen without consulting 
(reneral had failed to grasp the meaning | the interests of the ratepayers who would 
of the Clause. He had said that the} have to bear the burden of maintaining 
interests of the ratepayers must be! the school, and in such a case, surely the 
protected, but surely the local education | ratepayers ought to have the right of 
authority was the very body to which | being heard. He hoped the Amendment 
ratepayers had delegated the duty of | would be rejected. 
protecting their interests. It was not | 
ten of the county ratepayers—not| Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said he did not 
ten of the peop'e who would have to pay | think the Clause was quite as clear as the 
the rates for the school—but simply ten | Prime Minister seemed to imagine. The 
of the ratepayers of the area of the| point was, whether the ten ratepayers 
provided school, that were to be given) might be from the whole area, that was 
this power of appealing against the to say, the whole jurisdiction, or from 
decision of the local education authority. | the parish or parishes to be served by 
They would thus be put in a position to | the proposed school. In his opinion, it 
hinder educational development. was exceedingly unfair that ten rate- 
payers—it might be ten out of ten 
Mr. ERNEST GRAY said the hon. thousand—should be able to stop the 
and learned Gentleman seemed to have omontiones mneninery for tess oe fons 
forgotten the fact that the capital charge months, when it was a ee of gh 
ceils aii tian bi, teu Eee aus tie viding schools for the children in the 
i Gites é district. He wished to refer to another 
parish to be served by the proposed : Pre a: tat — 
eal point, which was one of substance. The 
Government had placed the schgols pro- 
vided by the local authority on the same 
level as the schools provided by private 
persons. Now, local authorities would 
be very slow to provide schools which 
Mr. ERNEST GRAY said that, even| were not absolutely necessary, and the 
so, the fact was a direct refutation of the | expense of which would be thrown on the 
argument of the hon. Gentleman. It} ratepayers. Public representatives must 
was alleged that ten ratepayers in the | give an account of their stewardship, and 
district to be served by the school had no} if they imposed unnecessary rates they 
more interest in the question than the} would be called to account. The Corm- 
ratepayers of the county as a whole. | mittee might come to the conclusion that 
hat would be true if the building charge | 4 Jo¢al authority was not likely to impose 
were spread over the whole county like 14 Sidtpdians alk ith: Wed ‘sities di ae 
the maintenance charge, but in fact it | aii ” an ae _ nee aay 
was to be levied on the particular district. the strongest demand for it. Why not 
It had been alleged that the Clause was | leave the appeal to the local representa- 
designed to multiply small schools in the | tives ? 


3G2 











Mr. M‘KENNA: Not the whole, but 
one-third. 
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Dr. MACNAMARA said that this 


matter was much more serious than the 
Attorney General imagined. The Clause 
said that, subject to certain conditions, 
any ten ratepayers might appeal to the 
3oard of Education against the proposed 
new school within a period of three 
months. Then the Board of Education 
might take any time whatever for deter- 
mining a proposal. The Attorney General 
said that this was all analogous to the 
Act of 1870. He ventured to submit, 
with great respect, that it was nothing 
of the sort. According to the Act of 
1870 the ten ratepayers might make a 
representation to the Education Depart- 
ment, but it must be within one month, 
and then the Board of Education must 
issue the notices determining the appeal 
within six months. The scheme of the 
Clause now under discussion was far 
more cumbrous and dilatory than that of 
the Act of 1870, and far more time was 
wanted to put it into operation, whereas 
it should be more prompt. The Act of 
1870 left the voluntary schools as they 
were, only supplementing their numbers. 
But this Bill did not leave the voluntary 
schools as they were; it revolutionised 
them and put them on the public rates. 
Now, what would happen? Many of 
these schools were in a hopelessly dilapi- 
dated condition, and there would be 
interminable haggling between the local 
authority and the managers on many 
points — the furniture, the teachers’ 
salaries, the rental for the teachers’ 
house, the number of the staff, and the 
apparatus to be provided—and the local 
authority might say to the managers, 
“We cannot come to terms with you; 
we will build a new school.” That would 
happen in hundreds of cases. The 
arrangements for building the new school 
were most cumbrous, and the children 
might be left out of the school at a 
critical time of their life for many many 
months. 


*Sir FRANCIS POWELL (Wigan) 
said he held that the machinery provided 
in the present Bill was much more 
favourable than that in the Act of 1870. 
It seemed to him that it was only reason- 
able, if there was to be an appeal at all, 
that it should be a real appeal. He 
believed that it was the contention of all 
his legal friends that there should be an 
easy access to the Courts, that this 
should not be hedged round about by 
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impediments and restrictions. In draft- 
ing this Clause the Government had 
acted in accordance with the policy of 
Parliament in making easy access to a 
Court of Appeal. It appeared to him to 
be altogether a retrograde course to set 
up cumbrous and difficult machinery, 


which was slow to work and _al- 
ways excited considerable antagonism 


and involved much cost. On_ these 
grounds he thought the Government 
were fully justified in the course which 
they had adopted. 


Mr. HERBERT LEWIS said he hoped 
the Attorney General would give his 
opinion of what constituted a school 
area from which the ten ratepayers were 
to be drawn. Was it to be a county 
, area, a school district area, or a parish 
area ? 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY: 
encircling the schools. 


The 


area 


Mr. HERBERT LEWIS 
that meant. 


asked what 


Sr ROBERT FINLAY: The area 


from which the pupils would be drawn. 


Mr. HERBERT LEWIS said that that 
was about the vaguest possible explana- 
tion which the hon. and learned Gentle- 
man could have given. In some places 
the children walked seven miles to school. 
They yet did not know from where the 
ten ratepayers were to be drawn. The 
Attorney General quoted- a precedent 
from the Act of 1870, but surely they 
had moved since then. The effect of all 
the restrictions on the public authority 
in regard to education since the Act of 
1870 accounted for the fact that we had 
been outstripped by the United States 
and Germany. What other civilised 
country in the world would tolerate for 
a day those blocks against the free pro- 
vision of adequate education. The 
words in the Clause were aimed against 
the publicly provided schools, and he 
protested against that policy. The 
publicly provided schools should be 
managed by all and for the benefit of 
all. 


Mr. CHARLES McARTHUR (Liver- 
pool, Exchange) expressed the hope that 
the Government would see their way to 
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modify their proposal. It seemed to him 
to be impractical that any ten ratepayers 
could object successfully to a school be- 
ing formed. It was nothing short of 
putting a premium on_ obstruction. 
There would always be two parties 
in every district, one in favour of a 
provided school and the other in 
favour of a  non-provided school ; 
and it would be perfectly easy to get ten 
ratepayers as objectors to any proposal 
whatever. He quite agreed that the 
ratepayers ought to have some say in 
the matter, and he supported the sugges- 
tion of an hon. Member that that might 
be done by a parish meeting. 


Mr. BRYCE said that the Attorney 
General had declared that an area 
meant, or implied, the district from 
which the children came. He never 
heard of such loose drafting. In the 
interest of good drafting, and of the 
correct reading of the Act, some more 
precise terms should be used. As it 
stood, whatever way they looked at it, 
the expression seemed to him to be ex- 
tremely vague and uncertain, and there 
could be nothing more unsatisfactory 
than the whole of the Clause. He sug- 
gested an Amendment which, in the 
interests of avoiding trouble, would 
make the language more precise. If 
they introduced the word “parish” 
they would bring in the Parish Council ; 
but the Clause, as it stood, was so vague 
that it was certain to cause trouble. | 
The majority of the ratepayers proposed | 
by his hon. friend went perhaps rather 
too far; but ten was too small a 
number. It invited captiousness, and 
would cause trouble; and if the Com- 
mittee desired that there should be a 
more substantial expression of opinion 
from the ratepayers they should provide 
a larger number. 


Mr. HENRY HOBHOUSE (Somerset- 
shire, E.) said that the area need not 
necessarily be a parish. It might be a 
district in a large town, or a combina- 
tion of parishes. Surely the way to 
meet the difficulty as to the area was 
to provide subsequently that the persons 
whogave public notice of their intention to 
provide a school must state in that notice 
the area which it was intended to serve. 
That would define the areaout of whichthe 





{3 NOVEMBER 1902} 


1478 


Bill. 


ten ratepayers who appealed should come 
With regard to the number of ratepayers 
ten was a very usual number in Local 
Government Acts; and it was also the 
number in the Act of 1870. There 
would be no advantage in increasing it, 
as ratepayers would always be found to 
appeal once the appeal was started. 
Ten, twenty, or a hundred would not 
make any difference. 


*Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
E.) said that the First Lord of the 
Treasury stated in the discussion on a 
previous Amendment that he was 
emancipating the local authority from 
the restrictions in the Act of 1870, by 
enabling them to provide schools on con- 
ditions under which the existing School 
Boards could not provide them. He ven- 
tured to suggest that in retaining this 
form of words borrowed from the Act of 
1870, the right hon. Gentleman was 
cheeking the action of the local authority 
in providing schools, and was taking away 
the good effect which his own proposal 
reasonably and logically carried with it. 
There was no special advantage in the 
introduction of the ratepayers into the 








matter. The hon. Member for Wigan 
proceeded to argue from the Act 
of 1870 «a fortiori for giving - the 
right to the ratepayers to protest 
against the provision of a school; 
|but it seemed to him that the 
argument was all the other way. 


| The argument was perhaps strong when 
it was a question of the creation of a 
School Board, with all its liabilities of 
rating and otherwise. That was a 
matter on which the right might 
reasonably be given to the po ie 
to lay their case before the Board 

Education; but with regard to Pr 
carrying out of the plain duty of 
the education authority which the 
First Lord of the Treasury boasted 
he was emancipating from the restric- 
tions of the Act of 1870, in giving 
greater freedom to provide unsectarian 
schools, whether there was any proved 
deficiency of accommodation or not 
—it seemed unfortunate that such 
He 
He 
whole of thes 
without any word: 
The Committe 


a restriction should be introduced. 
did not agree with the Amendment. 
would sooner see the 
words struck out 
being put in their place. 
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were giving quite enough in granting 
the right of appeal to the representatives 
of any existing school whose interests 
or usefulness might be impared. 
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Bill. 
(10.3.) Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 176; 
Noes, 95. (Division List, No. 461.) 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allhusen, Augustus H’nry Eden 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Buin, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hon. A. J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W. (Leeds 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Sill, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Boustield, William Robert 
Brooktield, Colonel Montagu 
Brown, Alexander H.(Shropsh. 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Bull, William James 

Butcher, John George 


Carson, Rt. Hon.Sir Edward H. | 


Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbyshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J.(Birm. 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 

Clive, Captain Perey A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 

Colomb, SirJ ohnCharlesReady 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lueas 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, W. Bromley- 
Davies, Sir Horatio D(Chatham 
Denny, Colonel 

Dorington, Rt. Hon. Sir J. E. 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duke, Henry Edward 


Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin | 


Dyke,Rt.Hon,Sir William Hart 
Fardell, Sir T. George 


Allan, Sir William (Gateshead) 
Allen,Charles P(Glouce. Stroud 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 


Mr. Chan ning. 


AYES. 


Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson. RtHn.SirJ.(Mane'r 
Finch, George H. 


Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne | 


Fisher, William Hayes 
Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald, Sir Robert Penrose- 


Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon | 


Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Gartit, William 

Godson, SirAugustusFrederick 
Gordon, Maj Evans-(T’rH’ml’ts 
Gore,Hn.G. R.C. Ormsby-(Salop 
Gore, Hon.S. F.Ormsby- (Line. ) 
Gorst, Rt. Hn, Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hon. GeorgeJ oachim 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hambro, Charles Eric 


Hanbury, Rt.Hon. Robert Wm. | 
Hardy, Laurence(Kent,Ashf'rd | 


Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Sir Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset, E. 
Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope.J.F. (Shettield, Brightside 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Johnstone, Heywood 

Kemp, George 

Keswick, William 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 


| Lecky, Rt Hn. WilliamEdw. H. 


Lee, ArthurH. (Hants. Fareham 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh- Bennett, Henry Currie 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col.CharlesW.(Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter( Bristol,S) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 


Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) | 


Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘Iver,Sir Lewis( Edinburgh W 
Malcolm, Ian 

Manners, Lord Cecil 


| Maxwell,W J.H(Dumfriesshire | 


More, Robt. Jasper (Shropsh. ) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 


NOES. 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 


Beil, Richard 
Brigg, Johr 


Muntz, Sir Philip A. 
Murray,RtHn. A.Graham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 

Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Parker, Sir Gilbert 

Perey, Earl 

Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 


| Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 


Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 

tandles, John 8. 

tankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Ridley, HonM. W. (Stalybridge 


| Roberts, Samuel (Shettield) 


Robinson, Brooke 
Rothschild, Hon. Lionel Walter 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
| Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John 
Samuel, Harry 8. (Limehouse) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Smith, James Parker(Lanarks. 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Stanley,Edward Jas. (Somerset 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stewart,Sir MarkJ. M‘Tagea:t 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
| Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot,Rt Hn J.G.(Oxf'dUniv. 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Valentia, Viscount 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Walrond, RtHonsSirW illiamH. 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Webb, Colonel William George 
Welby,Lt-Col. A.C. E. (Taunt n 
Welby,Sir CharlesG. E. (Nott«. 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (Yorks. ) 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wil: on 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 
| Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Wyndham-Quin, Major W. H. 


TELLERS FOR THE AYEs.— 
Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hood and Mr. Anstruther. 


Broadhurst, Henry 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
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Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Cremer, William Randal 
Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Edwards, Frank 
Evans,SirFrancis H(Maidstone 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fenwick, Charles 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Furness, Sir Christopher 
Gladstone, Rt. Hn HerbertJohn 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grant, Corrie 

Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Hayne, Rt. Hn. Charles Seale- 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon.Charles H. 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
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, Horniman, Frederick John 

| Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Kearley, Hudson E. 
Langley, Batty 
Leese, SirJosephF. (Accrington 
Leng, Sir John 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 


| Lough, Thomas 


Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Crae, George 

Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
Newnes, Sir George 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Perks, Robert William 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Price, Robert John 

Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Russell 

Rickett, J. Compton 

toberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Runciman, Walter 

Schwann, Charles E. 
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Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick, B.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, Rt HnC. R. (Northants 
Stevenson, Francis S. 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Thomas,}Abel (Carmarthen E.) 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E. 
Thomas, DavidAlfred( Merthyr) 
Thomas, F., Freeman-( Hastings 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Wallace, Robert 

Walton, John Lawson(Leeds,S. 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene 

White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams,Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
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TELLERS FOR THE NOES. — 
Mr. M‘Kenna and Mr, 
Lambert. 





Mr, A. J. BALFOUR rose in his place, 
and claimed “That the 
Question ‘That the words of the Clause 


to move, 


from the word “ ratepayers”’ in page 4, 
line 1, to the word “ required,” in line 4, 


both inclusive, stand part of the Clause,’ | 


(10.13.) Question put, “‘ That the Ques- 
tion ‘ That the words of the Clause from 
the word “ratepayers,” in page 4, line 1, to 
the word “required,” in line 4, both in- 
clusive, stand part of the Clause,’ be now 
put.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 184; 
Noes, 98. (Division List, No. 462.) 





be now put.” 


Agy-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Altlhusen, AugustusH’nry Eden 
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(10.25.) Question put accordingly. 


| M‘Crae, George 


, Price, Robert John 
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Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 
Randles, John 8. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Ridley, Hn. M. W. (Stalybridge 
Roberts, Samuel (Shettield) 
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| Perks, Robert Wiiliam 
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‘Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Russell 

Rickett, J. Compton 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 


| Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) | 


| Noes, 100. 
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Wyndham-Quin, Major W. H. 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES.— 
Sir Alexander Acland - 
Hood and Mr. Anstruther. 


Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Runciman, Walter 


| Schwann, Charles E. 


Shackleton, David James 
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Shaw, ‘Thomas (Hawick, B.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
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THE NOES— 


Mr. Herbert Gladstoneand 
Mr. William M‘Arthur. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 188 ; 
(Division List, No. 463.) 
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TELLERS FOR THE AYES.-— 
Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hoodand Mr. Anstruther. 
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Burns, John 
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Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Soames, Arthur W ellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 
Spencer, Rt HnC.R. (Northants 
Stevenson, Francis S. 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E. 
Thomas,Sir A. (Glamorgan,E. ) 
Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr 
Thomas, F.Freeman- (Hastings 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Wallace, Robert 
Walton,JohnLawson(Leeds,S. 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene 

White, George (Norfolk) 
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Grant, Corrie 

Grey, Rt. Hon. Sir E.( Berwick) 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hemphill, Rr. Hn. Charles H. 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Hornimao, Frederick John 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Kearley, Hudson E. 


Rea, Russell 





(10.42.) Dk. MACNAMARA moved to 
omitall the words after “ required” down 
tothe words “to be provided ”’ in order to 
insert the words ‘‘to meet any deficiency 
in school places.” At present, he said, 
the only ground on which new places 
might be provided was that there was a 
deficiency in school places. But under 
the Bill a new basis altogether was laid 
down, the scheme of the Bill being that, 
if the places were not satisfactory from 
the religious point of view, then the 
parents of thirty school children could 
come forward and ask for new places. 
While he sympathised with the desire 
ot the Government to meet the 
wishes of people from a religious point 
of view. he opposed that new basis 
of school accommodation altogether ; 
the only ground for supplying new 
places should be that there was an’edu- 
cational deficiency. The propo-al of the 
Bill was extravagant from the business 
point of view, and grotesque from the 
educational point of view. If the 
Amendment were not accepted there 
would be the danger of small schools 
being multiplied, which would be expen- 
sive and very unsatisfactory—schools, 
too, which when they agreed (as he 
hoped they would do), to a course of 
religious instruction which should be 


Philipps, John Wynford 
Price, Robert John 
Priestley, Arthur 


Rickett, J. Compten 

Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs. ) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Runciman, Walter 

Schwann, Charles E. 
Shackleton, David James 


Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
Woodhouse, SirJ.T( Huddersi'd 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. Herbert Gladstone and 
fir. William M‘Arthur. 


acceptable to every one would be left 
high and dry. Rather than multiply 
the small schools he wou!d have the 
whole system of religious instruction 
revised from top to bottom. In any 
ease he hoped the Government would 
agree that any scheme for the provision 
otf new places should be based on the 
ground of the existence of an educa- 
tional deficiency. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 4, line 4, toleave out from the word 
‘required,’ to the word ‘and,’ in line 6, and 
insert the words ‘to meet any deficiencies in 
school places.’ °— (Dr. Macnamara.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words 
‘or that’ stand part of the Clause.”’ 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The hon. 
Member has certainly put his point with 
commendable brevity ; but the question 
has been discussed at great length 
earlier in the evening, and, therefore, it 
would be an impertinence on my part 
to do more than remind the Committee 
of the views of the Government on the 
matter. The hon. Gentleman wants 
to retain the existing system. Under 
that system it would be possible for a 
Protestant district to be served by a 
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Roman Catholic school, a Non- 
conformist district to be served by an 
Anglican school, and another locality to 
be served by a board school, in which, 
under the law as it stands, the religious 
teaching which the inhabitants desired 
cannot be given. The Government 
think that such a system needs elasticity. 
I do not think the fears of the hon. 
Gentleman with regard to the multipli- 
cation of schools are well founded, for 
the burden on the ratepayers will act as 
a check to any movement in that direc- 
tion. I think this is quite sufficient to 
check any inordinate desire to multiply 
schools. On the other hand, the Govern- 
ment are of the opinion that if there be 
unreasonable action on the part either 
of the local authority or on the part of 
the managers of the denominational 
school in respect of religious teaching, it 
will find a very wholesome check in the 
possibility of another school being built. 
I think it will be a great reform to 
retain the words to which the hon. 
Gentleman objects, and though I under- 
stand the importance of his object from 
an educational point of view, 1 cannot 
go so tar as to accept his suggestion. 


Mr.COURTENAY WARNER(Stafford- 
shire, Lichfield) said this Bill had already 
made great encroachments upon the 
Tatepayers and taxpayers, and he thought 
it was time that some check ought to be 
put upon the expenditure under this Bill. 
This was a proposal which would be very 
severely felt, and the wholesystem of edu- 
cation would be made unpopular by the 
enormous expense to which the localities 
would be put. For that reason he thought 
that everysafeguard ought to be put in the 
Bill to prevent extravagant expenditure. 
They had up to the present always 


objected to schools being built for the pur- | 


pose of propagatingany particular religion. 
[MINISTERIAL laughter.] This Bill was 
certainly a large encroachment upon the 
ratepayers and upon the taxpayers. 
[Renewed MINISTERIAL laughter.] He did 
not think hon. Members would be so 
anxious to laugh at the expenditure 
under this Bill when the country com- 
plained of it as they were at the present 
moment. The only people who would 
benefit by this Bill were those who were 
very rich and the poor man who had 
ot a real grievance would not be 
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assisted in the least. The large popula- 
tion of Nonconformists would not be 
able to get a school of their own 
denomination under this Bill, which 
would simply give to those who were 
very rich, enabling them to spend large 
sums of money out of the public funds. 
They ought to do everything they could 
to prevent these rich people spending 
the public funds on their own denomi- 
nation, and the Amendment moved by 
his hon. friend would be a great step 
in that direction. 


*(10.50.) Mr. FLETCHER MOULTON 
said it would be a very great assistance 
to the Committee if the Attorney General 
or the Prime Minister would assist them 
by defining what was meant by a necessary 
school, At the end of Section 10 there 
was a reference to “a school actually in 
existence,” but those words were so 
ambiguous that he had not been able to 
discover what meaning should be placed 
upon them. He did not know whether 
those words meant at the date of the 
passing of the Act or the time when the 
dispute came on. He found it very 
difficult to discuss the Amendment now 
before the House, without knowing which 
of those two interpretations they were to 
take as being that which the Government 
intended. 


Str ROBERT FINLAY: The words 
mean schools in existence at the time the 
question arises, and not at the passing of 
the Bill. 


*Mr. FLETCHER MOULTON | said 
that interpretation made it certain that 
the greatest curse to educational organisa- 
tion would be brought about by this Bill, 
namely, the multiplication of small schools 
—too large to be effectively taught by one 
teacher, and too small to have more than 
one. If they looked carefully at the pro- 
visions which they were now discussing 
and the’provisions of Section 10, they 
| would see that it was quite possible for 
| persons desirous of having a denomina- 
‘tional school, to start a small school, and 
‘carry it on fora time. They could do 
| this without in any way contravening the 
| provisions of this Section, and when they 
got to the number of thirty scholars that 
| school could not be held by the Board of 
Education to be unnecessary, and there- 
fore, it must be for ever saddled on the 
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ratepayers, and it must always be main- 
tained out of the public funds. That was 
a thing very much to be deplored. He 
understood that this was suggested as 
being a concession in favour of Dissenters 
and Nonconformists. As a matter of 
fact it was the very opposite. One could 
see at once that those who, for many years 
past, had borne by their subscriptions the 
expenses of the Church schools would now 
be relieved of all need to subscribe for 
anything but the maintenance of the 
fabric of the school, and they would, 
therefore, without any strain upon them- 
selves have funds which could be applied 
at any place to start such schools, and, 
by supporting and keeping them for a 
short time, they could ever afterwards 
get them supported by the nation. 


Sm ROBERT FINLAY: 
school must first run 
Clause 9. 


3ut such a 
the gauntlet of 


*Mr. FLETCHER MOULTON said the 
school could bestartedasa voluntary school 
without any grant, and if it got up to 
thirty scholars it became under the words 
of the Act, “a schoolactually in existence.” 
Having once got it into existence they 
could give notice and the Board of 
Education was then precluded from 
saying that it wasan unnecessary school, 
because it was a school actually in 
existence with thirty scholars. He 
should like to call the very -erious 
attention of the Committee to the nature 
of these provisions. To his mind they 
were the most vital provisions in the 
Bill, and they were the conditions which 
made the prospect most gloomy. He was 
not the least of a fanatic with regard to 
how religious education should be given. 
On the question of religious teaching he 
would give the very greatest possible 
latitude of choice, so that he could 
speak with perfect freedom on the 
subject. What he said was that the 
provisions which they were now dis- 
cussing and those in the following Clause 
were provisions not in favour of 
religious feeling and not in favour 
even of religious sacrifice, but they 
were provisions in favour of the 
richest sect. What was it that they all 
accepted as the consequence of de- 
nominational schools? They accepted— 
and this was put forward as much on | 
the Government side of the House as, 


Mr. Fletcher Moulton. 
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upon the other—that the consequence 
of a denominational school was what is 
called a “denominational atmosphere,” 
and that it is sought to create this 
atmosphere in order that those who 
went to that school should be led to join 
a particular denomination. In other 
words, those who had the power over a 
denominational school were privileged to 
exercise an influence over all the children 
who came there to turn them into mem- 
bers of that particular denomination. 
It was conceded also that they would 
very largely be the children of parents 
who did not belong to that particular 
denomination, and thus, ty allowing a 
public elementary school to be denomi- 
national in return for the building 
being provided, they were actually 
putting up for sale the privilege of 
influencing in favour of a particular 
denomination the children of the poorer 
classes as long as time lasted. And how 
did they purchase this ? They purchased 
this privilege by mere wealth. What 
had been the history of the voluntary 
schools? When they were _ first 
established those who started them bore 
a very large portion of the cost. 
Gradually those persons had _ been 
relieved of that charge, but they had a 
claim on their attention which neither 
those who sat on this or the other 
side of the House could shut their eyes 
to, namely, their past history, which was 
to a great extent a record of self-denial 
and earnest religious work. But the 
schools which they were discuss ng now 
had got no such history. They were the 
schools of the future and by these pro- 
visions they said that that sect which 
was rich enough to come and offer a 
school-house should in all cases have the 
privilege of proselytising amongst the 
children who lived near that school and 
that was to be done with public money. 
He had read over and over again the 
directions to the Board of Education as 


'to how they were to decide the appeals 


which came before them and he found 
that they were framed in such a way 
that only one answer could ever be 
given. They were told that in deciding 
this question to which the Amendment 
related they were to consider the interests 
of secular education. Seeing that it was 
entirely in the hands of the local authority 
and done by public money, and it was the 
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same Whichever class of school they had. 
Then they had to consider the wishes 
of the parents. But these would in all 
cases be divided. One thing must always 
be in favour of the denominational school, 
and that was the economy of the rates. 
That must be so, andof these three criteria 
by which the arbiter was to decide, one 
influenced him neither way, the other 
was divided, and the third was always 
in favour of the denominational school. 
And just asif that was not sufficient, 
the Government in this Bill had made 
those expenses which went to the build- 
ing of the school to fall heavily on small 
areas in order that they might be much 
felt. And now, as they had learned 
that day, the Government were going 
to give to these very people who would 
have this heavy burden placed upon 
them, the greatest possible inducement 
to appeal against a nationally provided 
school the right to appeal. They would 
get an offer to have the building 
expenses borne by some rich  de- 
nomination and then they would 
have this right of appeal. When they 
came before the Board of Education 
what would the Board say? They 
would say, ‘We are bound to consider 
the economy of the rates. How can we 
decide against them?” Therefore they 
were now passing a scheme whereby the 
local education authority would be 
paralysed when it wanted to meet out 
of the national funds the national wants 
of the area. It could be stopped with 
ten ratepayers who would be the very 
first to smart from these building 


expenses, and it could require a decision | 


to be given. Considering these things it 
was a certainty that any denomination 
which was rich enough to offer school 
buildings must get the privilege of 
denominational education as long as 
those schools lasted. He asked, was that 
fair? Had they any right to sell the 


religious influence over the children of | 
the poor to the richer sects? They could | 
They | 
might say that they liked a religious | 


not shut their eyes to this fact. 


atmosphere. To that 
“Very well, get it.” 
right to make wealth tell for one 
feather’s weight in the balance. Take 
for example his own constituency, 


he would say 
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They were very poor. The greater part 
of the land in his constituency was held 
by the rich people, in fact the whole of it 
was held by people who belonged to the 
Church of England. Those people could 
come forward and offer the land fora 
school building, and that would at once 
be “economy of the rates.” A schoo 
building would be offered and the 
Board of Education must take the 
school building, and why should the 
children of those poor Methodists have to 
go day after day to a school where it 
was intended by the House of Commons 
that there should be a constant and 
perpetual proselytising influence at 
work. [MINISTERIAL cries of “ No, no! ”’| 
He was not using the word in any 
abusive sense, but “ proselytising ” 
was the only English word that he 
knew of which would describe the 
taking of young people before their 
opinions were formed and subjecting 
them to influences which led them away 
from the natural influences of their 
homes. Why were these poor children 
obliged to go to those schools? Simply 
because the wealth was in the hands 
of the Chureh, and because these 
children belonged to the poorer sect. 
They could not go and offer schocl 
buildings because the fathers were 
too poor. Consequently, a!l the apparent 
freedom which was given by these 
Clauses to all sects was completely 
denied to the poor sects. The conse- 
quence was that these poor people had 
to send their children to the schools 
of other denominations simply because 
their fathers were too poor to provide 
school buildings. If an Education Bill 
was to work smoothly, it must be 
because it appealed to the sense of 
fairness of the English people. That 
was the deepest sense which was set 
in the heart of an Englishman. If 
they did what they were now proposing. 
he was perfectly certain that there 
would be a feeling of unfairness rankling 
in the minds of those people, and it 
would be a just feeling, and a feeling 
which they could not say was unreason- 
able; and that feeling would be detri- 
mental to the working of this Bill, 
and make the work of education a 
source of strife as long as these provisions 


which contained a very large number of | lasted. By the Amendment which had 
the smaller sects of the Methodists. | been proposed they were cutting all 
| 








1495 Education 


these dangers out and allowing the 


Board of Education to decide whether | 


there were enough places or not. Surely 
what was proposed to be done by the 
Amendment had nothing whatever to 
do with denominational or undenomina- 
tional teaching. Let the Board of 
Education decide a thing which was 
only a matter of statistics, of which it 
had had some experience, and in such 
matters the Board would be a good 
arbiter. 


(11.7.) Lorpvj HUGH CECIL (Green- 
wich) said the hon. Member had made 
one of the most unfair speeches to which 
he had ever listened. The hon. Member 
had repeated again—until, as he should 
have thought, the contradiction of it 
would have now become tedious—the 
old charge that the Church of England 
desired the use of these schools for the 
purpose of converting people from their 
own way of thinking. [An Hon. MEMBER: 
“So they do!”] That charge had over 
and over again been repudiated. The 
hon. Member went on to say that the 
only principle which was to guide the 
Board of Education in this matter was 
economy of the rates, and that with 
the Bill before him which said in 
express terms that the first consideration 
was to be the interests of secular instruc- 
tion, and the second the wishes of the 
parents. It was perfectly clear that if 
this Amendment was carried the Board 
of Education would be entitled to 
consider neither the interests of secular 
education nor the wishes of the parents. 
The hon. Member opposite had just put 
forward an argument which ruled out 
the three considerations provided for 
in Clause 10. 


*Mr. FLETCHER MOULTON: No, 
two out of the three. 

Lorp HUGH CECIL said that 
one of those considerations was the 


wishes of the parents, and yet the hon. 
Member had the controversial audacity 
to come forward in the defence of 
parents’ rights. He spoke on behalf of 
poor Methodists who were dragged into 
Church schools and proselytised against 
their wills. That was one of the very 
things the Board of Education were 
enjined to consider. They had to 


Mr. Fletcher Moulton. 
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, consider the feelings of the parents 


before they considered the question of 
wealth, about which the hon. Member 
had poured forth a great deal of rhetoric 
intended to be pathetic, but which was 
absolutely nauseous. If the controversy 
was to be carried on by imputing to 
opponents a desire to use their wealth 
in order to convert persons to their 
religious way of thinking, it would create 
a great sense of bitterness. He re- 
pudiated any such desire on the part of 
the Church of England. The Roman 
Catholics did succeed in providing their 
schools, and they were the denomination 
most anxious for this particular Clause. 
It was not a clause to which the Church 
of England attached great importance, 
but it was one to which the Roman 
Catholics attached great importance. 
They had poor districts, and they were 
reasonably anxious to provide tor the 
wants of their people. He could not 
conceive why hon. Members opposite 
should persist in ignoring the fact that 
a great part of the population of this 
country, Roman Catholics ‘and mem bers 
of the Church of England, genuinely 
desired to have their children brought 
up in their own faith. The local 
authority was entitled to make provision 
to meet any case ofdifficulty. The only 
other part of the Clause to which the 
hon. Member took objection was that 
which provided that people who desired 
to make provision for children of their 
own faith should not be forbidden to do 
80. 


Mr. TREVELYAN said the Attorney 
General had stated in reply to the hon. 
Member for the Launceston Division 
that by a school actually in existence 
was meant a_ school actually in 
existence at the time that a question 
arose. If, therefore, a school was found 
to be in existence, and there were thirty 
scholars in it, the managers might claim 
a public grant, and the local authority 
could not refuse it. 


Str ROBERT FINLAY. said __ if 
the school came into existence after the 
passing of the Act, it would be subject 
to the conditions imposed by Clause 9. 


Mr. TREVELYAN said that was an 
important omission, and it was necessary 
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to make that interpretation clear. Unless 
that was mde perfectly clear, numbers 
of small schools might be built, thirty 
children put into them, and grants 
claimed. 


Education 


Mr. LOUGH said the Amendment 
provided two things—that the State 
schools in this country should be pro- 
vided in accordance with the number of 
children to be provided for, and that 
schools should not be provided if not 
required by the number of children for 
whom the State should care. He ven- 
tured to say that these two principles 
governed the action of the State in 
every civilised country in the world. 
What was the great reform suggested 
by the Prime Minister? It was that 
gradually each sect might build a 
separate school for its own purposes. 
He thought he had not described the 
system unfairly. There was not a 
country in the world where there were 
-o many sects as in England, and each 
of these sects could now build a little 
school of its own in every parish. He 
supposed this was the right hon. Gentle- 
man’s way of meeting the grievances of 
the Nonconformists, who complained 
that in 8,000 parishes they were obliged 
to send their children to the school of 
another denomination over which the 
State had no control. The local educa- 
tion authority would have control over 
secular education, and it would have 
representation on the boards of manage- 
ment. What was proposed was that the 
children should be broken up into sets, 
and that small schools should be multi- 
plied, with the result that the educational 
facilities of the country would be weakened 
and reduced. He regarded Clause 9 as 
the worst in the Bill. It swept away 
the solemn obligation resting upon the 
local authority to provide for every child. 
It was a Clause which would develop the 
sectarian differences from which already 
this country suffered more than any 
country in the world. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said the noble 
Lordthe Member forGreenwich had in the 
course of his speech indulged in language 
rather more discourteous than usual in 
his references to the learned Gentleman. 
The noble Lord had taken the case of the 
Roman Catholics. _ It wasa very favourite 


{3 NOVEMBER 1902} 


| the 


Bill. 1498 


| controversial device of hon. Gentlemen 


opposite to cite the case of Roman 
Catholics. They knew very well that it 
was essentially different. There was no 
charge of proselytising brought against 
Roman Catholics. The essential 
difference between the Roman Catholic 
and the Anglican schools was that the 
Catholic schools were really Catholic 
schools, while the Anglican schools were 
not Anglican schools. In Catholic 
schools they would not find more than 
one per cent. of the children who were 
not Catholic children. [An Hoy, 
Member: “ Yes.’’] He did not mean to 
say that they would not find a school 
here and there where there were not 
more, but taking these schools generally 
throughout the country they would not 
find more than one per cent. who were 
not Catholics. How did that bear on 
proselytising? It was all very well fo 
the noble Lord to take a high line, but 
he either ignored or did not know the 
facts. It was within the knowledge of 
almost every Member that in Anglican 
schools inducements which were not 
spiritual were brought to bear on children 
to persuade them to quit the faith of 
their fathers and become members of the 
Anglican Church. In almost every school 
which he knew in Wales the teachers 
were Nonconformists who had been lured 
from the Nonconformist faith by the 
offer of a position in that school asa 
teacher. The teachers had been kid- 
napped. There were 60,000 of these 
teacherships, and they were used for 
proselytising by means which were not 
religious or spiritual, but purely temporal. 
The money of the State was used for the 
purpose of buying the children before 
they knew what they were about. 
Nothing but the efficiency of education 
ought to be considered. Suppose there 
were five sects in a parish—he under- 
stood the Prime Minister was? willing 
that each should have its school. Was 
that the noble Lord’s view ? 


Lord HUGH CECIL: It will depend 


on the circumstances of the case. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE asked what 
were the circumstances of the case? The 
Prime Minister was right and logica!, 
and he did not talk about the circum- 
stances of the case. If one sect hada 








1499 Education 


right to a school, each of the five sects 
had an equal right. What would that 
mean in several parts of England and 
Wales if, where there were four or five 
sects, more or less equal, each demanded 
a school? The whole parish was just 
sufficient to provide one decent school, 
yet five little miserable seminaries would 
be run. But it was said some must 
make a sacrifice. Who would have to 
make the sacrifice? The poorest sect 
of the lot. As a rule, the richest sect, 
which insisted upon its pound of flesh, 
was the very sect which did not send 
its children to these schools. The fact 
was that everybody in the parish, for 
the sake of education, had got to make 
a sacrifice. What was wanted was 
equal sacrifice on the part of every 
denomination, and one school for all 
those districts instead of many. The 
Committee had heard a great deal from 
the Prime Minister about the Scottish 
system. Why had the reference to 
Scotland been dropped? Because hon. 
Members on the Opposition side had 
shown an inchnation to accept it. The 
Scottish system was a dialectical “try 
on” by the Prime Minister. This was 
a case similar to the Scottish system 
which took into account how many 
schools were needed and their efficiency, 
and he therefore invited the Prime 
Minister to try the Scottish system 


in this Bill. 


Sr WILLIAM ALLAN (Gates- 
head) said he should like the Prime 
Minister, who was a countryman of his 
own, to end the whole of the debate on 
the Education Bill by standing up and 
asking the House to accept the Scotch 
system. He had never attempted to 
interfere in the debates in any shape or 
form; but he had listened to all the 
speeches, and he could only say he was 
sorry to see so much sectarianism in- 
troduced into them. They in Scotland 
knew nothing of that whatever. Their 
education was as their sentiments were— 
free. It wasan evidence of their freedom 
from the thraldom of ecclesiasticism and 
sacerdotalism. As a countryman of the 
Prime Minister, he wanted him to stand 
up and ask the Committee to accept 
the Scottish system. He believed the 
Committee would accept it. By that 


means the whole controversy would be | 


Mr. Lloyd-George. 
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ended, and they would get away much 
sooner than they anticipated. He had 
heard hon. Gentlemen opposite arguing 
the claims of their sect at the expense ot 
other sects. That was not fair or right. 
He objected to education being allied 
to religion or to politics. His principle 
was—and it was the Scottish system— 
that education should be national and 
entirely apart from religion or politics. 
On that ground alone, the Committee 
ought to rise to the occasion, and put 
education in England and Wales on the 
same lofty basis as it was in Scotland. 
The Prime Minister knew exactly what 
the Scottish system was. The right hon. 
Gentleman knew the freedom that was 
there ; and that there was no sectarian- 
ism or quarrelling there Why hadthey 
itin England? Were they civilised in 
England yet? The Prime Minister knew 
Scotland better than he did, but he was 
an older Scotsman than the right hon. 
Gentleman. He was educated partly 
in a parish school, and he knew al} 
about it. The Prime Minister knew all 
about it too. Let the right hon. Gentle- 
man give the same system to England, 
and England would be happy. Why 
did he not doit? It would get over all 
the difficulty. There was no use in 
wasting the time of hon. Members when 
the issue was so simple. Why did the 
right. hon. Gentleman not do it? He 
would tell the Committee. It was 
because ministers had the Church in- 
fluence prodding them on to courses 
which were antagonistic to the true 
principles of education. There was no 
doubt about that. He would appeal, as 
a Scotsman to a Scotsman, and he would 
ask the Prime Minister to say that he 
would introduce the Scottish system into 
the Bill; and then all this desultory 
debate would end. [Hon. Members: 
Hear, hear.} Hon. Members opposite 
cheered that; but would they support 
the Prime Minister if he did? They 
would not. Theirsectarianism and church- 
manism would prevent them voting for 
it; and the right hon. Gentleman knew 
that. He would ask the Prime Minister. 
however, to pass them by, and introduce 
the Scottish system. Then the Bill 
would go through quickly. But if the 
right hon. Gentleman refused, Noncon- 
formists and Scotsmen would fight it to 
the bitter end. 
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(11.38) Mr. A. J. BALFOUR rose in his | 
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” 
place, and claimed to move, “ That the ; 2°W put. 


Question be now put.”’ 
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uestion be 


_ The Committee divided :—Ayes, 187 ; 
| Noes, 88. (Division List No. 64). 


AYES. 


Forster, Henry William 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gartit, William 
Godson,SirAugustusFrederick 
Gordon, Maj Evans-(‘T’rH’mlets 


| Gore, HnG. R.C,Ormshy-(Salop 


Gore, Hon.S. F.Ormsby-(Line. ) 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon | 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
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Hall, Edward Marshall | 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. | 
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Hanbury, Rt. Hon Robert Wm. 
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Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Henderson, Sir Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset, E 
Hogg, Lindsa 


| 
| 
| 





| Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 


Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 


| Muntz, Sir Philip A. 


Murray, RtHnA.Graham( Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 


| Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 


Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Nolan,Col.JohnP.(Galway,N.) 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Peel, Hn. Wm. Robt. Wellesley 
Percy, Earl 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 
(Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 
Randles, John S. 
Rankin, Sir James 
Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Ridley, Hon. MW. (Stalybridge 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
tobinson, Brooke 
Rothschild, Hon. Lionel Walter 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
tutherford, John 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinelair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith,James Parker (Lanarks) 


y 
Hope,J.F. (Sheffield, Brightside | Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse | Stanley, Lord (Lancs. ) 
Johnstone, Heywood | Stewart,Sir MarkJ.M ‘Taggart 
Kemp, George | Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Keswick, William Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. | Talbot, Rt.Hn.J.G.(Oxf'dUniv 





[Fourtu Series. } 


Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) | Thornton, Perey M. 


Lee, ArthurH.(Hants.Fareham 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) | 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine | 
Long,Col.Charles W (Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter (Bristol,S | 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Luvas,Col. Francis (Lowestoft) | 
Lucas, ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Iver,Sir Lewis(Edinburgh W | 
Malcolm, Ian 

Manners, Lord Cecil 
Maxwell, W.J.H. (Dumfriessh. 
More, Robt..Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morgan, David J.(Walth’mst’w 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 


Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Valentia, Viscount 


| Vincent,Col.SirC. E. H.(Shef’ld 


Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walker, Col. William Hall 


| Walrond,Rt. HnSirWilliamH. 


Warde, Colonel C. E. 


| Webb,Colonel William George 


Welby, Lt.-Col. A.CE(Taunton 
Welby,SirCharlesG. E.(Notts.) 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Livyd 
Wilson, A.Stanley(York,E. P.) 
Wilson-Todd,Wm. H. (Yorks. } 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C.B. Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Wyndham-Quin, Major W. H. 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hood and Mr. Anstruther, 
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Allan, Sir Wm. (Gateshead) 
Allen,CharlesP.(Glouc.,Stroud 
sayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Brigg, John 
Broadhurst, Henry 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Burns, John 
suxton, aeones Charles 
Caldwell, James 
Cameron, Robert 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Cremer, William Randal 
Dalziel, James Henry 
Davies, Alfred (C ene 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Edwards, Frank 
Evans,$ SirF rancisH (Maidstone 
Fenw — Charles 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
K uller, J . M. F. 
Furness, Sir Christopher 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Grant, Corrie 
Grey, Rt. Hn. Sir E. (Berwick) 
Griffiths, Ellis J. 
Gurdon, Sir W. 








Brampton 


(11.50) Question put 
“That the words 
of the Clause.” 


Age-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 


Allhusen, AugustusH’nry Eden | 


Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Baleares, Lord 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. A. J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt Hn Gerald W. (Leeds 
junbury, Frede rick George 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Bi wthurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Bignold, Arthur 
Bigwood, James 
Bill, Charles 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 
Bowles, Capt. H. F. (Middlesex 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 
Carew, James Laurence 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 


Cavendish, V.C. W. (Derbyshire 


Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 


| Rickett, 


‘or that’ 





{COMMONS} 
NOES. 


Harmsworth, R. Leicester | 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. CharlesSeale- 
Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John | 
ne sy s-Owen, Arthur C. 
Kearley, Hudson E. 
Labouchere, Henry 

— George 

Langley, Batty 

Leng, Sir John 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Loyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
M'‘Crae, George 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 

M‘Laren, SirCharles Benjamin 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Mather, Sir William 

Morgan, J. Lloyd(Carmarthen) 
Morley , Charles (Breconshire) 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
Norman, Henr 

Norton, wee ecil William 
Pease, J.A. (Saffron Walden) 
Philip m4 iekn Wyaford 
Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Russell 
J. Compton 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 


accordingly, | 
stand part | 


AYES. 


Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H, A. E. 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
C ‘olomh, Sir John Charles Ready 
| Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
| Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
( ‘ranborne, Viscount 
| Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton 
| Crossley, Sir Savile 
| Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalry mple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, Wm. Bromley- 
Davies,Sir Horatio D.(Chath’m 
Denny, Colonel 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dighy, John K. D. Wingfield- 
Dixon-HartlandSirFred Dixon 
Dorington, Rt. Hon.SirJohn E. 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 


Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin | 


| Whitley, 





Bill. 
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Roberts, John H. (Denbighs. ) 
{unciman, Walter 
| Shackleton, David James 


| Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 


Shipman, Dr. John G. 

| Sinelair, John (Forfarshire) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 


| Spencer, RtHn.C. R.(Northants 


Stevenson, Francis S. 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Thomas, A bel (Carmarthen, E. ) 


| Thomas, Sir A.(Glamorgan,E.) 


Thomas, David Alfred(Merthyr 


Thomas,F. Freeman- (Hastings 
| Trevelyan, Charles Philips 


Wallace, Robert 

Walton, John Lawson(Leeds,S 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene 

White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 

J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. Herbert Gladstoneand 
Mr. William M‘Arthur. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 183; 
Noes, 82 (Division List No. 465). 


Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald, Sir Robert Penrose- 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Forster, Henry William 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gartfit, William 

Godson,Sir Augustus Fr’derick 
Gordon, Maj Evans-(T’rH’ml’ts 
Gore, HnG. R.C.Ormsby-(Salop 
Gore, Hon.S. F.Ormsby-(Line.) 
Gosechen, Hon. GeorgeJ oachin 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 

| Gut trie, Walter Murray 
Hall, —g Marshall 

| Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 

Hambro, Charles Eric 

| Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert Wm. 
| Hardy,Laurence (Kent, Ashf’rd 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
H y, Hon. Claude George 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Henderson, Sir Alexander 


Dyke, Rt. HonSirWilliam Hart Hermon- Hodge, Sir Robert T 


Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) | Fergusson, Rt. Hn.Sird.(Mane’r ! 


Hobhouse, Henry(Somerset, E 
Hogg, Lindsay 
Hope,J.F.(Sheftield, Brightside 
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Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhonse 
Johnstone, Heywovd 

Kemp, George 

Keswick, William 
Lambton,Hon. Frederick Win. 
Lawrence, Wim. F. (Liverpool) 
Lee, Ari hurH. (Hants, Fareham 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Colonel Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col.CharlesW.(Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter (Bristol,S. 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft 
Lucas, Reginald J.(Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M’Iver,SirLewis, Edinb’rgh, W. 
Malcolm, Ian 

Manners, Lord Cecil 
Maxwell, WJ H(Dumfriesshir 
More, Robert.Jaspe1 (Shropshire 
Morgan, David J(Wa!'thamst’ w 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Arehibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 


Allen, Charles P.(Glowe. Stroud 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Brige, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryee, Rt. Hon. James 
Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Campbell- Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Cremer, William Randal 
Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Edwards, Frank 

Evans,Sir FrancisH (Maidstone 
Fenwick, Charles 

Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Furness, Sir Christopher 
Gladstone,Rt. Hn Herbert John 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grant, Corrie | 
Grey, Rt. Hon. Sir E.'(Berwick | 
Grithith, Ellis J. | 
Gurdon, Sir Win. Brampton | 


It being after 


Business. 


(12.0) Mr. A. J. BALFOUR rose in his 


place, and claimed to move, “That the 


_ Midnight, 
Chairman proceeded to interrupt the 


{3 NOVEMBER 1902} 


Muntz, Sir Philip A. 
Murray, RtHn A.Graham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Nolan,Col. John P. (Galway N. 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Peel, HonW mRobert Wellesley 
Perey, Earl 

Platt-Higegins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward | 
Purvis, Robert 

Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 
Randles, John 8. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederie Carne 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Ridley, Hon. M. W(Staly bridge 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robinson, Brooke 

Rothschild, Hon. Lionel Walter 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John 

Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 








NOES. 


Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hayter, Rt. Hon.Sir Arthur D. 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Kearley, Hudson E. 

Lambert, George 

Langley, Batty 

Leng, Sir John 

Lewis, John Herbert 

Lough, Thomas 

M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 
M‘Laren,Sir Charles Benjamin | 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Mather, Sir William 
Morgan,J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) | 
Morley, Charis (Breconshire) 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
Norman, Henry 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Pease. J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Philipps, John Wynford | 
Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Russell 

Rickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, John Bryn (LKifion) 


the 


Pill. 


Smith, James Parker (Lanarks 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stewart,Sir Mark J.M ‘Taggart 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, RtHn.J.G.(OxfdU niv. 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Sir W illiamEdw.M. 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent,ColSir€. E. fi (Shefiield 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Walrond Rt. Hn SirW illiam i. 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Webb, Colonel William Geo: ge 
Welby, Lt-Col. A.C. E. Taunton 
Welby,SirCharlesG. E. (Notts. 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R.) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (Yorks. 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 
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| Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


Wyndham-Quin, Major W. H. 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES. — 
Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hood aud Mr. Anstruther. 


; Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 


Runciman, Walter 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Statlord) 


| Shipman, Dr. John G. 
| Sinclair, John (Forfsrshire) 


Soames, Arthur Wellesley 


| Soares, Ernest J. 
| Spencer, Rt. HoC. R. (Northants 


Stevenson, Francis 5. 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Thomas, A bel (Carmarthen, EF.) 


| Thomas, Sir A.(Glamerzan, F. ) 


Thomas, David Alfred (Merthyr 


| Thomas, F. Freeman-( Hastings 


Wallace, Robert 

Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene 

White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 


; Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 


Wilson, HenryJ (York, W.K.) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES. — 
Dr. Macnamara and Mr. 
Trevelyan. 


Question ‘That the Clause stand part of 
the Bill’ be now put.” 


Question put, “That the Question 


| be now put.”’ 


‘That the Clause stand part of the Bill’ 
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The 


Age-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allhusen, Augustus Wnry Eden 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balearres, Lord 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manelyr 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
salfour, Rt HnGerald W. (Leeds 

Banbury, Frederic! k George 
Bartley, George C. 
Sathurst,Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Bienold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 

jond, Edward 

Bowles, Capt. H. F. (Middlesex 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Carew, James Laurence 
Carson, Rt. Hon, Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V.C.W.( Derbyshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon. J.(Birm. 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 

Clive, Captain Perey A, 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
‘ollings, Rt. Hon. 
‘olomb,Sit JolinCharlesReady 
‘olston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
‘umpton, Lord Alwyne 

‘ox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
‘ranborne, Viscount 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Cubitt, Hon, Henry 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley- 
Davies,SirHoratioD. (Chatham 
Denny, Colonel 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Digby, John K. D. Wingtield- 
Dixon-Hartland,SirFred Dixon 
Dorington, Rt. Hon. Sir John E. 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dy ke, Rt. Hn. Sir William Hart 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 


~ 


Jesse 


Allen,CharlesP. (Gloue.,Stroud 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. b. 


Committee divided : 


| 





{COMMONS} 


Ayes, 181; Noes, 81. 


AYES 


Fellowe:.Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Kt He.SirJ.(Mane’r 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, Willian Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald, Sir Robt. Penrose- 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Forster, Henry William 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gartit, William 

Godson, SirAugustus Frederick 
Gordon,MajE vans- (T’rH’mlets 
Gore, HnG. R.C. Ormsby-(Salop 
Gore,Hon.s.F. Ormsby-(Line. ) 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
soulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hall, Edward Marshall 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hambro, Charles Erie 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert Wm. 
Hardy, Laurence(Kent, Ashf’rd | 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Henderson, Sir Alexander 
Hermon- Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset, E. 
Hogg, Lindsay 
Hope,J.F.(Shettield, Brightside 
Jebb, Sic Richard Claverhouse 
Johnstone, Heywood 

Kemp, George 

Keswick, William 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Win. 
Lawrence, Win. F. (Liverpool) 
Lee, ArthurH. (Hants. Fareham 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col. Charles W.( Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S. 
L oyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft 
Lucas,Reginald J.(Portsmouth 
Lytteiton, Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 

M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Iver,SirLewis(Edinburgh W 
Malcolm, tan 

Manners, Lord Cecil 

Maxwell, WJ H (Dumfriesshire 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morgan, David J.(Walth? mst w 


| Morrell, George Herbert 


Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 


NOES. 


Brigg, John 


sSroudhurst, Henry 


| Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
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Bill. 


(Division List No. 466.) 


Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbiay, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Muntz, Sir Philip A. 


Murray, RtHn.A.Graham(Bute 


Murray, C harles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 


Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Nolan,Col. John P.(Galway,N. 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Peel, Hn Wim. Robert Wellesley 
Percy, Earl 

Platt- Higgins, — 
Plummer, Waltex 

Powell, Sir Francis She wp 
Pre tyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

(Juilter, Sir Cuthbert 

tandles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 


, Remnant, James Farquharson 


Ridley, Hn. M. W. (Stalybridge 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 


| Robinson, Brooke 


Rothschild, Hon. ionel Walter 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, James Parker (Lanarks.) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes.) 
Stewart, SirMark J.M‘Tag gart 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, RtHn.J.G(Oxfrd Univ. 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Vomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent,Col.Sir CEH (Shettield 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
z alrond, Rt. Hn.SirWilliamH. 
Warde, Col. C. E. 
Webb, Colonel William George 
We by, Lt-Col. A.C. E. (Taunton 
Welby, Sir( ‘harlesG,. E.( Notts) 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York, K. R. ) 
WilsoncTodd, Won. H. (Yorks. ) 
Wortley, Kt. Hon.C. B. Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Wyndham-Quin, Major W. H. 


TELLERS FOR THE AYEs. -- 
Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hood and Mr. Anstruther. 


| Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 
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Cameron, Robert 

( ‘ampbell- Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 

( ‘hanning, Francis Allston 
Cremer, William Randal 
Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, Alfred (Carmaithen) 
Davies,M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Edwards, Frank 
Kvans.SirFrancisH(Maidst’ne 
Fenwick, Charles 

Foster, ry Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Furness, Sir Christopher 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grant, Corrie 

Grey, Rt. Hon. Sir E.( Berwick) 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Harmswo:th, R. Leicester 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale 
Hayter, Rt. Hn. Sir Arthur D. 
Holland, Sir Willian Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 


(12.13) Question put accordingly. 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allhusen,August’s HenryEd: n 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold- Forster, Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J. (Manelry 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Horns: y) 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W. (Leeds 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bartley, ‘George Cc. T. 
Bathurst, Hon. AllenBenjamin 
Bignold, Arthur 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Bowles, ( Capt. H. F. (Middles« x 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Carew, James Laurence 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbyshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J.(Birm. 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 

Clive, Captain Perey A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomh,§ ,SirdJohnCharlesReady 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 

Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 


{3 NovEMBER 1902} 


| Kearley, Hudson E. 

| Lambert, George 
Langlev, Batty 
Leng, Sir John 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Lough, Thomas 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas JJ. 
M‘Crae, George 
M’Kenna, Reginald 
M’Laren, Charles Benjamin 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Mather, Sir William 
Morgan, J. Lloyd(Carmarthen) | 
Morley, Charles (Brecons!iire) 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
Norman, Henry 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) | 
P hilipps, John Wynford 
Priestley, Arthur 
Rea, Russell 
tickett, J. Compton 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Robert-, John H. (Deubighs) 
Runciman, Walter 
Shackleton, David James 


Noes, 78. 
AYES. 


Cranhorne, Viscount 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolion) 
Crossley. Sir Savile 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley- 
Davies,SirHoratioD. (Chatham 
Denny, Colonel 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dighy, Jobn K. D. Wingfield - 
Dixon- Hartland SirFred Dixon 
Dorington, Rt. Hon. SirJohn E. 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, RtHon.SirWilliam Hart 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Finch, George H. 
F inlay , Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGe rald,Sir Robert Penrose- 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Forster, Henry William 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gartit, William 
Godson, Sir Augustus rederick 
ra MajEvans- (T’rH’ul'ts 
rvore, HnG, ke COrmsby-(Salep 
een Hon.S. F.Ormsby-(Linc. ) 


Goschen, Hon.George Joachim | 


Goutiing, Edward Alfred 

Gu: ay) | Ernest (West Ham) 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hall, Edward Marshall 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hantlury, Kt. Hon. Robert Wm. 


| White, 


Bill. 


Shaw, Charles Edw. ‘= 
Shipman, Dr. John C 

Sinclair, John (Forfarchire) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, RtHnC. R.(Northants 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, KE. 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan. E 
Thomas, David Alfred(Merthy 
Thomas,F. Freeman-( Hastings 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene 

George (Norfolk) 
White, Luxe, (York, E.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
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| Williams, Osmond (Merioneth 


Wilson, Henry J. (York,W.K. ) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES 
Mr. Herbert Gladstone and 
Mr. William M‘Arthur. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 176 ; 
(Division List No. 467.) 


Hardy, Laurence( Kent Ashfc rd 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Henderson, Sir Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hobhouse, Henry(Somerset, E. 
Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope,J. F.(Shettield Brightside 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Johnstone, Hey wood 

Kemp, George 

Keswick, William 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpoul) 
Lee, ArthurH.,(Hants,Fareham 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col. CharlesW.(Evesham 
Long, Rt.Hn. Walter(Bristol,S. 
Loy d, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lueas, Reginald. J.(Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 

M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Iver,SirLewis(EdinburghW 
Malcolm, Ian 

Manners, Lord Cecil 
Maxwell, WJ H(Dumfriesshire 
More,Robt.Jasper (Shropshire) 
Morgan, DavidJ.(Walthamst’w 
Morrell, George Hebert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Muntz, Sir Philip A. 
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Murray,Rt. HnAGraham(Bute , Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) | Remnant, James Farquharson | 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath | Ridley, Hon.M, W.(Stalybridge | 
Myers, William Henry Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Nicholson, William Graham Robinson, Brooke 
Nicol, Donald Ninian | Rothschild, Hon. Lionel Walter | 
Nolan,Col.JohnP.(Galway,N.) | Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay | Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Peel, Hn. W. Robert Wellesicy Rutherford, John 

Percy, Earl Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Plummer, Walter R. Smith,J ames Parker(Lanarks. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Pretyman, Ernest George Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward | Stewart,SirMarkJ. M ‘Taggart 
Purvis, Robert Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Quilter, Sir Cuthbert | Talbot,Rt. Hn.J.G.(Oxf’dUniv. 
Randles, John 8. Thornton, Percy M. 

Rankin, Sir James Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 


Adjournment of 


NOES. 


Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Broadhurst, Henry Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson | Kearley, Hudson E. 

Pryce, Rt. Hon. James | Lambert, George 

3uxton, Sydney Charles Langley, Batty 

Caldwell, James Leng, Sir John 

Cameron, Robert Lewis, John Herbert 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. | Lough, Thomas 

Causton, Richard Knight | M‘Crae, George 

Channing, Francis Allston M‘Kenna, Reginald 

Cremer, William Randal M‘Laren, Sir Charles Benjamin 
Dalziel, James Henry Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) | Mather, Sir William 

Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan Morgan, J.!Lloyd (Carmarthen 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Edwards, Frank Moulton, John Fletcher 
Evans,SirFrancisH(Maidstone Norman, Henry 

Fenwick, Charles Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Fuller, J. M. F. Philipps, John Wynford 
Goddard, Daniel Ford Priestley, Arthur 

Grant, Corrie Rea, Russell 

Griffith, Ellis J. Rickett, J. Compton 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton ' Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Harmsworth, R., Leicester Roberts, John H. (Denbighs. ) 


Allen,CharlesP (Gloue. Stroud 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Brigg, John 


The CHAIRMAN left the Chair to make 


his Report to the House. 

last, 
‘ _ Question put. 
Committee report Progress; to sit 


again Tomorrow. 
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, Valentia, Viscount 


Vincent,Col.SirCEH. (Sheffield 
Walker. Col. William Hall 
Walrond, Rt. Hn.Sir WilliamH 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Webb,Colonel William George 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C. E(Taunt’n 
Welby,Sir CharlesG. E. (Notts. 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Wilson, A.Stanley(York, E.R.) 
Wilson-Todd,Wm. H.(Yorks. ) 
Wortley,Rt. Hon. ©. B. Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Wyndham-Quin, Major W. H. 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hood and Mr. Anstruther. 


Runciman, Walter 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 
Spencer, Rt. Hn C.R(Northants 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E. ) 
Thomas,Sir A. (Glamorgan,E. ) 
Thomas, DavidAlfred(Merthyr) 
Thomas,F. Freeman-(Hastings 
Trevelyan, Chaiies Philips 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene 

White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth 
Wilson, HenryJ.(York, W. Kh.) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES.— 
Mr. Herbert Gladstoneand 
Mr. William M‘Arthur. 


Mr. SPEAKER, in pursuance of the 
Order of the House of the 16th October 
adjourned the 


House without 


Adjourned at twenty-five minutes 


after Twelve o’clock. 
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APPENDIX] 


IN 


Those marked thus * are Government Bills. 
the last column refer to the page in this volume. 
cates that the Bill originated in the Lords. 


PUBLIC BILLS 


DEALT WITH VOLUME CNIII. 


The figures in parentheses in 


“{u..|” following title indi- 





Tithe of Bill 


Techni- 
(Ire- 


* Agriculture and 
eal Instruetion 


land) (No. 2) 


*County Conrts (Ireland) 
[1L.1., | 


* Dogs’ Regulation 


*Edueation (England and 


Wales) 


*Employment of Children 


*Expiring Law Continn- 


ance 


*Fisheries (Ireland) 


*Hospitals (Contributions) 


Innkeepers’ Liability 


VOL, CXUL 


Mi 


M 


Mi 
M 


Mr 


Mr. 


Mr. 


Mr 


| FoURTH SERIES. | 


House or CoMMONS. 





Brought in by 


- /] “yndham 


~ Waundham 


". Hanbury 


sol ge Balfour 


. Leitch ie 


a Lust “ Chai plain 


I] yudham 


I] “‘alier Loug 


. Broadhurst 


3] 


| Read 2° 22nd Oct. (550) 
| Committee Report 24th Oct. 


Committee, 





(7838) 


| Read 3° and passed (1059) 


Bill withdrawn 20th Oet. (344) 


Bill withdrawn 16th Oct. (136) 
16th Oct. (97), 
(111) 
Committee 17th Oct. (142) 
Committee 20th Oct. (253) 
Committee 21st Oct. (360) 
Committee 22nd Oct. (492) 
Committee 23rd Oct. (639), 
(705) 
Committee 24th Oct. (728) 
Committee 27th Oct. (831) 
Committee 28th Oct. (951) 
Committee 29th Oct. (1079), 


(1156) 
Committee 30th Oct. (1197) 
Committee 3lst Oct. (1311) 


Committee 3rd Nov. (1403) 


Bill withdrawn 16th Oct. (136) 


Second Reading (adjourned) 
20th Oct. (341) 

Read 2’ 21st Oct. (425) 

Committee 22nd Oct. (553) 

Committee 30th Oct, (1304) 


Second Reading (a ljonrned) 


21st Out. (455) 
Bill withdrawn 16th Oct. (135) 


Real 1) 221d Oct. (492 








Hovse oF ComMons—continued 


Title of Bill. Brought in by | Progress. 


*Land Purchase (Ireland) | Jr. Wyndham Bill withdrawn 20th Oct. (341) 


*“TLinds Valuation (Scot- | The Lord Advocate | Bill withdrawn 16th Oet. (135) 
land) Amendment i. 
[H.1. ] . 
Loeal Authoriti (Bill Ve. Walter Long Read 2° 21st Oct. (147) 





in Parliament 
*hondon Hleetions Mi. Walter Lona Bill withdrawn 16th Oct. (135) 


Sir Rohert Finda Bill withdrawn 16th Oct. 


‘Marine Insurance [If 


*Matrimonial Causes Acts | Sir Rohert Finlun Bill withdrawn Léth Oct, (135) 


Amendment [H.1. | 
| Int 


Verehandise Mark Mr. Wyudham Bill withdrawn 16th Oct. (: 
(Prosecutions (Tre | ! 


land) 


Militia and Yeomanry | Mr. DPvodrieh read i 23rd Oct. (638) \ 


Pri: Mir. Arnold-Forst Bill withdrawn 16th Oct. 


2° 
oh) 


Patent Law Amendment Mi. Gerald Balfour Consideration, 21st Oct. (441) 1 
Read 3° and passed Pist Oct. y 


(441) 





Police Expense: Mr Jesse Coll Bill withdrawn 16th Oct. (35) if 
*Police Superannuation Mi. Jesse Collins Bill withdrawn 16th Oct. (135) rv 
| 


Poor Law Superannna- Mr. O Malley Read 1° Oet. 21st (360) E 
tion (Ireland) (No. 2) p 


‘Queen Anne's Bounty Mr. Houbury Bill withdrawn 16th Oct. (136) ad 


Supreme Court of Judie | Sir Robert Finley Read 1° 17th Oct. (142) In 


eathire ttl 
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APPENDIX II. 


L) 
HOUSE OF COMMONS, SESSION 1902. 


Last oF RULES, Orpers, &¢., which have been presented during the Session, and are 
required by Statute to lie for an appointed number of Days upon the Table of 
the House. 


. (Continuation of List given in preceding Volume. | 





| 
= Date from which | Period to lie upon 
: >. 2 . a hl 

. Title of Paper. the Period runs. the Table. 





| Intermediate Edueation (Ireland),—Copy of Additional 16 October 40 days 
1) tule made by the Intermediate Education Board for 

| Ireland, dated 3rd September 1902 [41 and 42 Vic., 
c. 66, s. 6.) 


Factory and Workshop Acts (Special Exception—Night 
Work —Lead and Zine Mines),—Copy of Order, dated 
22nd August 1902, made by the Seeretary of State 

’ for the Home Department in pursuance of Section 54 

0) of The Factory and Workshop Act, 1901, extending 

the special exception under that section to concentra- 

11) tion works at Lead and Zine Mines, so far as regards 

young persons of the age of 16 years and upwards 

{1 Edw. VIL, c. 22, s. 126 (3)] 


6 October 4) days 


Factory and Workshop Acts (Dangerous and Unhealthy 16 October 40 days 
»D) Industries), Copy of Regulations dated 12th August 

1902, made by the Secretary of State for the Home 

y= Department, in pursuance of Section 79 of The Fac- 

my tory and Workshop Act, 1901, for the manufacture of 

felt hats where any inflammable solvent is used [1 

Edw. VIL., ec. 22, s. 126 (3)] 


Public Records (‘freasury),—Copy of Schedule con- 16 October 1 weeks 
: taining « List and Particulars of Classes of Documents 
36) which have been removed from the Solicitors De- 
partment of the Treasury to the Public Record Oftice, 
but which are not considered of suflicient public value 
to justify their preservation therein [40 and 41 Vie., 


c. 55, 8. 


Universities of Oxford and Cambridge Act, 1877 21 October 12 weeks 
(Cambridge),—Copy of Statutes nade by the Uni- 
versity of Cambridge under The Universities of Oxford 
and Cambridge Act, 1877, and sealed on 27th May 
1902, :cunending the Statutes of the University [40 and 
41 Vie., ¢. 48, s. 50] 


Inebriates’ Regulations,—Copy of Regulations made hy 27 October t weeks (whilst the 
the Secretary of State for the Home Department by House is sitting) 
virtue of Section 20 of The Inebriates Act, 1898, for 
carrying into effect the provisions of Seetion 5 of The 
Licensing Act, 1902, respecting the detention of 
Inebriates committed to Retreats [61 and 62 Vie., ¢. 

60, s. 21 (1)) 

Patents, Designs, and Trade Marks Acts,—Copy of 5 November ty days 
Rule amending Rule 7 of the Register of Patent 
Agents Rules, 1889 [46 and 47 Vie., ¢. 57, s. 101 (5)] 
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